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APOLOGY. 


An  advertifement  having  appeared  in  the  Public  Advertiferof  Ja- 
nuary 27,  figned  George  Col  man,  importing  that  a  date  of  xhe  differences 
fubfifting  between  the  proprietors  of  Covent-Garden  theatre  would  be 
fpeedily  publilhed  ;  T.  Harris  and  J.  Rutherford,  two  of  the  patentees 
and  proprietors  of  the  faid  theatre,  conceiving  themfelves  to  have  been 
greatly  injured,  both  in  perfon  and  property,  by  the  faid  George  Colman, 
think  it  incumbent  on  them,  as  well  in  j unification  of  themfelves  as  out 
of  refpect  to  the  publick,  to  prevent,  as  far  as  lies  in  their  power,  any 
mifreprefentation  of  facts  in  which  they  have  been  concerned.  They 
hope,  therefore,  it  will  not  be  deemed  impertinent  in  them  to  fubmit 
their  own  narrative  of  the  cafe,  fupported  by  indubitable  and  authentic 
evidence,  to  the  impartiality  of  the  publick ;  on  whofe  protection  and 
encouragement,  the  fuccefs  of  the  theatre,  and  the  fecurity  of  their 
property  in  it,  immediately  depend. 


T.  Harris. 

J.  Rutherford. 
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A        NARRATIVE 


OF   THE    DISPUTE*  BETWEEN   THE 


PATENTEES  OF  COVENT-GARDEN  THEATRE. 


H  E  patents  and  properties  belonging  to  Covent- Garden  theatre 
being  on  fale,  purfuant  to  the  late  Mr.  Rich's  will,  T.  Harris  and  J. 
Rutherford,  two  of  the  prefent  patentees,  formed  a  defign  of  purchafing 
them,  and  entered  into  a  treaty  with  Mr.  Rich's  executors  for  that 
purpofe. 

On  farther  deliberation,  they  judged  it  expedient  to  invite  fome  third 
perfon,  of  abilities  and  experience  in  theatrical  affairs,  to  join  with, 
them  in  the  intended  purchafe.  Mr.  William  Powell,  an  a&or  of 
known   and  acknowledged   merit  in  his  profeffion,    was  accordingly 

B  thought 
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thought  of,  and  made  acquainted  with  their  defign.  But,  as  Mr.  Powell 
was  then  under  an  engagement  to  the  patentees  of  Drury-Lane,  he 
thought  it  an  obftacle  to  his  entering  into  that  propofed  ;  nor  could  he, 
on  the  matured  confideration,  find  any  other  means  of  obviating  this  dif- 
ficulty than  that  of  inviting  George  Colman,  Efqj  a  friend  of  his,  to 
be,  in  like  manner,  jointly  concerned  in  the  affair.  This,  therefore, 
he  propofed ;  reprefenting,  at  the  fame  time,  what  great  advantages 
would  be  derived,  particularly  in  the  management  of  the  theatre,  from 
a  connection  with  a  gentleman  of  his  extenfive  reputation  and 
abilities. 

To  this  propofal  Harris  and  Rutherford,  thinking  the  concurrence 
of  a  fourth  perfon  unnecefiary,  were  fome  time  averfe,  till  the  confide- 
ration of  Mr.  Colman's  talents  as  a  dramatic  writer,  and  his  known 
familiar  intercourfe  with  the  ftage,  induced  them  to  acquiefce  j  in 
hopes  of  reaping  at  leaft  fome  of  thofe  many  advantages  on  which  Mr. 
Powell  fo  warmly  expatiated. 

On  the  31ft  of  laft  March,  therefore,  the  parties  entered  into  articles, 
for  proceeding  in  the  treaty  begun  by  Harris  and  Rutherford  ;  who 
were  thence  empowered  to  purchafe,  on  the  joint  account  of  all  four,  the 
faid  patents  and  properties  of  the  theatre,  at  a  fum  not  exceeding  fixty 
thoufand  pounds  ;  which  fum  was  to  be  advanced  in  equal  proportions 
by  each  party  ;  who  were  accordingly  to  become  jointly  pofTefled  of,  and 
interefted  in,  the  patents  and  properties  fo  purchafed,  and  to  be  jointly 
and  equally  concerned  in  the  management  of  the  theatre.  By  the  fame, 
articles  alfo  they  feverally  engaged  to  execute  proper  deeds  and  inftru- 
ments  for  that  purpofe  when  the  purchafe  mould  be  compleated. 

On  the  30th  of  April   following,  Harris   and   Rutherford  actually 
contracted  for  the  patents  and  theatre  ;  depofiting  at  the  fame  time  the 
fum  ot  ten  thoufand  pounds,  their  feparate  property,  in  part  of  the  pur- 
chafe 
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chafe  money;  the  remainder  of  which  was  to  be  paid  on  the  firft  of  July 
then  next  enfuing. 

The  contract  being  thus  made,  the  four  parties  foon  after  met  together, 
in  order  to  fettle  the  form  of  articles,  to  be  entered  into,  in  conformity 
to  their  preceeding  agreement ;  when,  to  the  great  furprize  of  Harris  and 
Rutherford,  Mr.  Colman  propofed  that  he  himfelf  mould  be  inverted 
with  the  whole  and  fole  management  of  the  theatre.  Manifert,  however, 
as  was  the  abfurdity  of  any  perfon's  fubjecting  fo  confiderable  a  fhare 
of  property  to  the  uncontroulable  dilpofal  of  another,  Mr.  Powell 
affented  to  this  ftrange  propofal ;  by  which  he  was  to  embark  fifteen  thou- 
fand  pounds  in  an  undertaking,  with  the  conduct  of  which,  even  in  the 
greateft  emergency,  he  was  to  have  nothing  to  do. 

It  muft  be  owned  that  Harris  and  Rutherford  entertained  at  that  time 
no  doubt  either  of  Mr.  Colman's  capacity  or  inclination  to  conduct  the 
theatre  to  the  beft  advantage  •,  but,  as  it  was  impofiible  for  them  to  be 
allured  that  no  (inifter  accident  might  render  their  interpofition  necefiary 
to  the  fecurity  of  their  property,  they  conceived  no  men  of  common 
fenfe  could  Hand  excufed  for  diverting  themfelves  of  the  power  of  fuper- 
intending  it.  Add  to  this,  that  Harris  and  Rutherford  gave  Mr.  Colman 
repeatedly  to  underftand  that,  as  they  mould  engage  in  no  other  em- 
ployment, they  intended,  in  conjunction  with  him,  to  make  the  manage- 
ment of  the  theatre  at  once  their  occupation  and  amufement.  They 
objected  to  Mr.  Colman's  propofal,  therefore,  not  only  as  abfurd  in  itfelf, 
but  as  being  contrary  to  their  known  intentions  in  the  purchafe  of  the 
theatre,  and  inconfiflent  with  the  terms  of  agreement  on  which  that 
purchafe  was  made.  Willing  neverthelefs  to  indulge  Mr.  Colman  in 
his  defire  of  appearing  the  acting  manager,  the  following  articles  were 
at  length  agreed  to. 
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ARTICLES     OF      AGREEMENT,     RESPECTING 
THE     MANAGEMENT    OF     C  O  V  E  N  T-G  A  R  D  E  N 

TH£A  T  R  E. 

■ 

VVHereas    Thomas    Harris,    John    Rutherford,     George    Colman; 
and  William  Powell,  by  certain  articles  of  agreement,  dated  the  31ft 
day  of  March  laft,  did  agree  to  purchafe  of  the  reprefentatives  of  John 
Rich,  Efquire,.deceafed,  two  patents  for  exhibiting  theatrical  performances 
and  the  feveral  leafes  of  Covent:  garden  theatre,  and  the  rooms,  buildings, 
conveniencies,  furniture,  cloaths,   fcenes,  decorations,  mufic,  entertain- 
ments,, and  all  things  belonging  to  the  faid  theatre,  and  the  faid  Thomas 
Harris  and  John  Rutherford,.. were  thereby  authorifed  to  treat  for  and  pur- 
'  chafe  the  fame,  at  a  fum  not  exceeding  60,000/.  and  the  purchafe- money 
was  to  be  advanced  by  the  faid  parties  equally,  and  they  were  to  become 
jointly  pofTefTed  of,  and  interefted   in  the  premifes  fo  to  be  purchafed, 
and  were  to  be  jointly  and  equally  concerned  in  the  management  of  the 
faid  theatre,  and  were  to  execute  proper  deeds  and  instruments  for  that 
purpofe,.  when  the  faid   purchafe  mould  be  compleated.     And  whereas 
the  faid  Thomas  Harris  and  John  Rutherford,  have  accordingly  contracted 
and  agreed  with  the  reprefentatives  of  the  faid  John  Rich,  for  the  pur- 
chafing  of  the  laid  patents,  leafes,  premifes  and  things,  at  and  for  the 
ium  of  60,000/.  and  fuch  purchafe  is  to  be  compleated  on  the  fir  ft  of 
July  next.    Now  the  faid  feveral  parties  having  perufed,  and  fully  under- 
ftanding  the  purport  and  contents  of  the  faid  contract,  do  approve  of  and 
confirm  the  fame,  and  having  alfo  in  confequence  thereof  taken  into  their 
confideration  the  management  of  the  faid  theatre,  they  have  for  the  better 
and  more  eafy  conducting  the  bufinefs  thereof,  as  well  as  for  their  joint 
and  equal  benefit  and  advantage,  agreed,  and  do  hereby  mutually  declare 
and  agree, 

L  That 
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I.  That  notwithstanding  any  thing  contained  in  the  faid  agreement 
already  made  between  the  laid  parties,  the  faid  George  Colman  mall  be 
inverted  with  the  direction  of  the  faid  theatre,  in  the  particulars  following, 
riz.  That  he  fhall  have  the  power  of  engaging  and  difmiffing  performers 
©f  all  kinds  j  of  receiving  or  rejecting  fuch  new  pieces  as  fhall  be  offered 
to  the  faid  theatre  or  the  proprietors  thereof  j  of  calling  the  plays-,  of 
appointing  what  plays,  farces,  entertainments,  and  other  exhibitions,, 
fhall  be  performed ;  and  of  conducing  all  fuch  things  as  are  generally 
underftood  to  be  comprehended  in  the  dramatic  and  theatrical  province. 

IL  That  the  faid  Thomas  Harris  and'  John  Rutherford,  fhall  be 
defired  to  attend  the  comptrollment  of  the  accounts  and  treafury  relative 
to  the  faid  theatre. 

• 

III.  Provided  always  and  in  as  much  as  the  faid  Thomas  Harris  and 
John  Rutherford,  will  have  leifure  to  attend  to  the  affairs  of  the  faid 
theatre,  and  the  faid  William  Powell  is  to  be  engaged  as  an  actor  or  per- 
former on  the  ftage,  (for  which  purpofe  feparate  articles  are  intended  to 
be  entered  into  between  him  and  the  other  parties)  in  which  his  time  and 
attention  will  be  chiefly  employed  and  taken  up,  fo  that  he  will  not  be  able 
to  apply  himfelf  in  the  managing  the  bufinefs  of  the  faid  theatre.  It  is  there- 
fore hereby  further  agreed,  that  the  faid  George  Colman  (hall  from  time 
to- time,,  and  at  all  times  hereafter,  communicate  and  fubmit  his  conduct, 
and  the  meafures  he  (half  intend  to  purfue,  unto  them  the  faid  Thomas 
Harris  and  John  Rutherford ;  and  in  cafe  they  fhall  at  any  time  fignify 
their  difapprobation  thereof  in  writing  unto  the  faid  George  Colman, 
then  and  in  that  cafe  the  meafures  fo  difapproved  of,  fhall  not  be  carried 
into  execution,  any  thing  before  contained  to  the  contrary  notwithftand- 
ing. Yet  neverthelefs  with  refpect  to  the  faid  William  Powell,  it  is  in<- 
tended  and  agreed  that  he  fhall  at  all  times  give  his  advice  and  affiftance 
relative  to  any  part  of  the  bufinefs  of  the  faid  theatre,  when  thereunto 

defiredi 
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defired  by  the  other  parties.    Witnefs  the  hands  xjf  the  faid  parties  this 
14th  day  of  May,  1767. 

Witnefs  Thomas  Harris. 

James  Hutchinson.  John  Rutherford. 

George  Colman. 
William  Powell; 

It  is  prefumed  that  nothing  can  be  more  clear  and  explicit  than  the 
reftrictions  contained  in  the  third  claufe  of  the  above  articles ;  and  that 
Mr.  Colman  underftood  them  in  the  moft  literal  fenfe,  will  fully  appear 
when  we  come  to  exhibit  his  letter  of  the  firft  of  November  following.* 

On  the  28th  of  the  fame  month,  it  was  judged  proper  for  the  patentees 
to  enter  into  the  fubfequent  agreement  feverally,  refpecttng  them  all  as 
proprietors  of  theatrical  entertainments,  and  refpecting  Mr.  Powell  in 
particular,  as  to  the  fervices  expected  of  him  in  his  profefllon  as  an  actor. 


MEMORANDUM  OF  AN  AGREEMENT  BETWEEN 
THE  PATENTEES  OF  COVEN  T-G  A  R  D  E  N 
THEATRE,    AND    MR.    WILLIAM    POWELL. 

iVlEmorandum,  it  is  agreed  this  28th  day  of  May  1767,  between 
George  Colman,  Thomas  Harris,  and  John  Rutherford,  Efquires,  and 
William  Powell,  the  intended  purchafers  of  Covent-garden  theatre,  and 
the  patents,  leafes,  matters,  and  things  thereunto  belonging,  as  follows, 

*  Inferted  in  the  courfc  of  the  narrative. 

viz. 
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viz.  That  the  faid  William  Powell  fhall  and  will  be  employed  as  an  actor 
or  performer  in  the  faid  theatre  or  playhoufe,  for  the  benefit  and  advan- 
tage of  all  the  faid  parties,  for  and  during  the  term  and  fpace  of  feven  years, 
from  the  flrft  day  of  September  now  next  enfuing •,  and  the  confideration 
thereof  fhall  be  paid  out  of  the  interefts  and  profits  of  the  faid  theatre, 
at  and  after  the  rate  of  400/.  per  annum,  at  fuch  times  and  in  fuch  pro- 
portions as  the  faid  William  Powell  fhall  think  fit  and  require  the  fame, 
and  fhall  alfo  have  a  benefit  every  feafon  during  the  faid  term,  clear  of 
all  deductions  and  expences  whatfoever.  And  it  is  hereby  further  agreed, 
that  in  cafe  any  other  performer  or  player  to  be  engaged  by  the  faid  par- 
ties, (hall  have  ft  larger  falary  than  is  hereby  agreed  to  be  paid  or  allowed 
to  the  faid  William  Powell,  then  and  in  that  cafe  fuch  addition  fhall  be 
made  to  the  faid  falary  of  the  faid  William  Powell,  as  will  exceed  the 
falary  of  fuch  other  perfon  or  perfons.  And  it  is  further  agreed,  that 
neither  of  the  faid  parties  fhall,  after  the  firft  day  of  October  now  next 
enfuing,  during  his  intereft  and  concern  in  the  faid  theatre,  act,  or  write  or 
have  any  (hare,  intereft  or  concern  in  for  or  upon  any  other  ftage,  theatre 
or  playhoufe  wharfoever.  And  alfo  that  any  of  the  parties  producing 
any  new  play,  farce,  entertainment,  or  other  exhibition,  or  any  alteration 
of  an  old  play,  farce,  Sec.  fhall  have  and  be  entitled  to  the  common  and 
ufual  emoluments  accruing  to  authors  from  fuch  production,  exclufive  of 
the  other  parties. 

Witnefs  George  Colman. 

James  Hutchinson.  Thomas  Harris. 

John  Rutherford. 
William  Powell. 

On  the  firft  of  July  the  contract  with  Mr.  Rich's  executors  was  corn- 
pleated,  the  remainder  of  the  money  paid  *,  and  the  proper  alignments 
executed. 

*  It  ill  becomes  a  nun,  who  confers  a  voluntary  obligation,  to  remind  the  perfon  obliged 

of  the  favour  done  him.     T.  Harris  would  therefore  have  b:en  filenr,  with  regard  to  the 

4  P'*- 
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It  will  hardly  be  fufpected  by  any  reader,  poficficd  of  common-fenfc 
or  acquainted  with  the  principles  of  common  juil ice,  that  any  one  of  the 
.parties,  fubferibing  to  articles  fo  very  explicit  and  determinate,  mould 
take  upon  him,  almoft  immediately,  to  act  in  direct  contradiction  to 
them. 

At  the  meeting  of  the  company  before  the  opening  of  the  theatre,  how- 
ever, Mr.  Colman's  behaviour  began  to  appear  in  a  very  extraordinary 
Jight.  It  was  very  natural  for  Harris  and  Rutherford  to  fuppofe  that  Mr. 
Colman,  who  was  perfonally  k:.own  to  the  performers,  would  introduce 
the  principal  of  them,  at  leaft,  to  his  brother  patentees,  on  their  firft  ap- 
pearance at  the  theatre.  So  far,  however,  was  he  from  doing  this,  that 
when  they  were  advancing  to  fpeak  to  him,  as  he  was  feated  on  the 
middle  of  the  ftage,  he  rofe  up,  and  with  a  petulance  he  could  not 
conceal,  defired  them  to  withdraw,  left  they  mould  interrupt  the 
rehearfal -,  leaving  them  to  introduce  them felves  to  the  company,  and 
take  their  own  feats  where  they  might  think  proper. 

Difrefpectful  as  this  behaviour  appeared,  it  would  have  been  thought 
too  infignificanta  circumftance  to  be  here  taken  notice  of,  did  it  not  lend 
a  clue  to  the  maze  of  Mr.  Colman's  future  proceedings  ;  all  which  afford 
the  moft  circumftantial  evidence  that  he  had,  even  fo  early  as  the  open- 
ing of  the  theatre,  formed  a  defign  of  acting  as  if  the  other  proprietors 
had  fubferibed  to  his  firft  romantic  propofal  of  being  fole  manager,  inftead 
of  his  having  engaged  *'  from  time  to  time,  and  at  all  times,  hereafter  to 
"  communicate  to  and  fubmit  his  conduct,  and  the  meafures  he  fhali 

predicament  in  which  Mr.  Powell  flood  at  the  time  of  this  payment,  had  not  Mr.  Powell 
been  pleafed,  more  theatrically  than  gratefully,  to  deny  that  when  he  had  none  but  perfonal 
fecurity  to  offer  for  a  confiderable  fum  of  money  which  he  borrowed  on  this  occafion,  T. 
Harris  did  agree  to  give  the  lender  a  real  fecurity  of  his  own ;  without  which  the  money 
would  not  have  been  advanced.     Of  this  the  fad  itfelf  is  an  inconteftible  proof. 

3  **  intend 
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w  intend  to  purfue  to  T.  Harris  and  J.  Rutherford.'*  Mr.  Colman  indeed 
foon  grew  too  impatient  of  even  the  appearance  of  controul,  to  fubmit 
any  thing  to  the  judgment  of  his  Colleagues  $  and  though,  after  much 
expostulation  he  afTented  to  a  weekly  meeting,  for  advifing  about  the 
buftnefs  of  the  theatre,  it  lafted  only  a  few  weeks ;  nor  was  it  of  any 
effect  while  it  did  laft;  as  Mr.  Colman  was  neither  pleafed  to  lay  open 
his  whole  plan,  in  order  to  know  the  opinion  of  Hawis  and  Rutherford 
concerning  it,  nor  to  act  in  conformity  to  their  opinion  when  he  did 
know  it  *. 

It  was  not  till  Thurfday  the  29th  of  October,  however,  that  Mr. 
Colman  openly  and  avowedly  difclaimed  their  right  to  lay  him  under 
any  reftraint ;  which  he  then  did,  in  the  moft  pofitive  terms  •,  declaring 
that  he  would  never  difclofe  to  them  any  of  his  future  intentions,  but 
would  be  refponfible  to  thepublick  only,  and  not  to  them,  for  the  confc- 
quences  f. 

*  Mr.  Colman  has  endeavoured  to  juftify  this  proceeding,  by  pretending  that  Harris  and 
Rutherford  were  too  little  converfant  in  theatrical  matters  to  advife  him  on  thefe  occafions. 
But  though  we  fhould  grant  that  the  Want  of  experience  in  what  is  doing  behind  the  curtain, 
prevents  a  perfon's  knowing  what  will  pleafe  before  it,  was  Mr.  Colman  ignorant  of 
their  inexperience  in  this  particular  before  ?  Did  he  not  know  they  were  neither  authors 
iior  actors  by  profeffion,  when  he  figned  the  articles  fubjecting'  himfelf  to  their  controul  ? 
■»— It  is  not  for  Harris  and  Rutherford  to  determine  how  far  the  above  plea  is  valid  j  they 
are  but  too  well  convinced  however  that  an  impartial  review  of  the  boafted  {kill  and  abilities* 
Mr.  Colman  has  difplayed  in  the  management  of  Covent-Garden  theatre  this  feafon,  will 
afford  fmall  proofs  of  the  proficiency  he  made  in  the  ftudy  of  theatrical  management,  for 
many  years  behind  the  fcenes  at  Drury-Lane, 

f  As  to  Mr.  Colman's  particular  motives  for  fuch  a  declaration  at  that  time,  we  mail 
confider  the  validity  of  them,  when  compelled  to  examine  into  the  propriety  of  his  conduct 
as  a  theatrical  manager.  At  prefent  we  are  only  dating  the  facts,  which  may  enable  the 
publick  to  judge  of  the  rectitude  of  his  behaviour,  as  a  man. 

C  In 
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In  this  refolution  he  perfifted,  in  fpite  of  all  remonftrances,  till  the 
Sunday  following  •,  when,  notwithstanding  he  had  declared,  and  that  even 
on  the  Saturday  night  preceding,  he  would  have  no  farther  communi- 
cation with  them,  he  addrefled  to  them  the  following  epiftle  : 


TO      THOMAS      HARRIS,      ESQj, 

AND 

JOHN      RUTHERFORD,      ESQLj 

Gentlemen, 

1  Have  feen  Mr.  Powell ;  but  after  what  has  paff,  a  perfonal  intercourfe 
between  us  cannot  be  expected.  According  to  our  articles,  I  mail  from 
time  to  time  fubmit  to  your  confideration  the  meafures  I  propofe  to 
purfue  in  the  management  of  the  theatre,  and  any  meafures  againft 
•which  you  fhall  jointly  proteft  in  writing,  according  to  our  articles,  fhall 
not  be  carried  into  execution. 

Nov.  i,  1767.  G-  CoLM«' 

Surely  nothing  can  be  more  plain  than  that  Mr.  Colman,  at  the 
time  of  writing  the  above  letter,  underftood  the  articles  he  had  entered 
into,  in  the  moft  literal  fenfe ;  and  that  he  had  then  no  conception  of 
making  that  artful  diftinction  between  the  letter  and  fpirit  of  them  •, 
which  he  afterwards  judged  it  expedient  to  do  in  his  letter  of  January  5 
following*. 

*  Infertcd  in  the  courfe  of  the  narrative. 

What 
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What  conftruction  can  then  be  put  on  his  conduct,  in  calling  together 
the  principal  performers  the  very  evening  of  the  day  in  which  he  wrote 
this  letter,  in  order  to  perfuade  them  that  he  was  folely  inverted  with  the 
abfolute  management  of  the  theatre  ?  Yet,  inconfiftent  as  fuch  behaviour 
muft  appear,  this  he  did  without  having  feen  or  heard  from  Harris 
or  Rutherford  -,  inviting  the  faid  actors  to  a  tavern,  where  he  difingenu- 
oufly  communicated  to  them  the  fubftance  of  the  fir£t  claufe  of  the  articles 
before  inferted  f9  to  give  colour  to  his  pretenfions ;  entirely  fupprefling 
the  third  claufe,  by  which  his  power  was  fo  exprefsly  limited. 

This  tranfaction,  of  courfe,  reduced  Harris  and  Rutherford  to  the 
neceflity  of  reading  to  the  company,  affembled  on  the  ftage  next  morn- 
ing, the  whole  of  thofe  articles.  In  confequence  of  which  lecture,  Mr. 
Colman  did  apparently  take  fhame  to  himfelf,  and  declare,  in  the  pre- 
fence  of  Meffrs.  Woodward,  Smith,  Gibfon  and  others,  that  he  would 
for  the  future  fubmit  the  meafures  he  intended  to  purfue,  to  the  confide- 
ration  of  Harris  and  Rutherford,  agreeable  to  the  tenor  of  their  articles, 
and  the  fubftance  of  the  letter  he  had  written  them  the  preceding  day. 

The  reconciliation  which  enfued  on  this  declaration,  gave  Harris  and 
Rutherford  fome  reafon  to  hope  that  affairs  would  now  be  carried  on  in 
an  amicable  manner,  and  conformably  to  thofe  intentions,  with  which 
they  engaged  in  fo  confiderable  an  undertaking.  They  were  very  fopn 
furprized  however  with  the  information  of  Mr.  Colman's  having,  on  his 
own  authority,  and  without  their  knowledge  or  confent,  taken  upon  him 
to  engage  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Yates ;  the  former  at  ten  pounds  a  week,  with 
a  benefit,  and  the  latter  at  five  hundred  pounds  for  the  feafon,  with  a 
like  benefit  J. 

t  See  page  4. 

%  Not  that  Harris  and  Rutherford  would  have  objetted  to  the  expence  of  this  engage- 
ment, or  to  any  other  conducive  to  the  entertainment  of  the  publick,  could  that  have  been 

C  2  effeaed 
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The  furprize  of  Harris  and  Rutherford,  at  this  information,  was  by 
fo  much  the  greater,  as  all  the  four  proprietors,  in  a  confultation  held 
l'omc  few  days  before  on  the  fubject,  had  been  unanimouQy  of  opinion, 
that  as  their  company  then  flood,  it  was  impofllble,  without  breaking 
through  the  eftablimed  cuftoms  of  the  theatre,  to  avail  themlelves  pro- 
perly of  the  fervice  of  thofe  excellent  actors.  Add  to  this,  that,  having 
a  right  to  think  their  confent  neceffary  to  Mr.  Colman's  forming  an  en- 
gagement of  fo  much  expence  and  confequence,  they  could  not  help 
regarding  it  as  another  grofs  breach  of  the  articles  fubfifting  between 
them*. 

To  this  act:  of  Mr.  Colman's,  neverthelefs  Mr.  Powell,  not  only  afiented, 
but  even  affected  to  juftify  it:  from  what  motives  we  prefume  not  to 
lay  i  as  we  mould  be  very  forry  to  impute  any  action  to  a  linifter  defign, 

effe&ed  in  any  proportionable  degree.  They  by  no  means  wifti  to  facrifice  the  amufements 
of  the  town  to  their  private  emolument ;  but  it  is  to  be  obferved,  that  when  a  company  is 
full,  the  engagement  of  additional  performers,  even  of  the  greateft  merit,  mufl  create 
great  confufion,  and  at  leaft  render  thofe  ufelefs  who  would  otherwife  have  fupplied  their 
places.  There  is  no  doubt  that  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Yates  would  in  any  circumftances  be  a  valu- 
able acquifition  to  either  theatre,  although,  from  their  too  late  engagement  the  prefent  feafon 
at  Covent-garden,  they  have  had  (particularly  Mr.  Yates)  fewer  opportunities  of  difplay- 
ing  their  refpective  talents,  and  consequently  of  being  fo  ufeful  as  their  great  reputation 
might  give  reafcm  to  expedt. 

•  It  has  been  pretended  by  Meflrs.  Colman  and  Powell,  that  Harris  and  Rutherford, 
though  not  privy  to  the  engagement  of  Mrs.  Yates  and  her  hufband,  did  afterwards  aflent 
to  that  meafure ;  of  Which  their  acquiefcing  in  the  payment  of  their  refpective  falaries 
is  a  proof. — It  may  be  aflted  however,  in  anfwer  to  this  plea,  what  could  Harris  and  Ru- 
therford have  done  to  any  purpofe  after  the  contract  was  aftually  made  ?  Had  they  put  an 
abfolute  negative,  as  they  were  empowered  to  do,  on  the  fulfilling  fuch  contract,  would 
not  Colman  and  Powell  have  had  a  very  plaufible,  if  not  a  juft,  pretence,  to  charge  them 
with  a  penurious  reluctance  to  contribute  their  utmoft  to  the  entertainment  of  the  town  ?  a 
pretence  which,  they  beg  leave  to  affure  the  publick,  never  had,  nor  ever  (hall  have,  any 
foundation  either  in  their  principles  or  conduct. 

which 
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vhich  may  be  fairly  attributed  to  an  ingenuous  one.  If  the  public  how- 
ever, take  into  confideration,  that  Mr.  Powell  became  entitled  as  an  actor* 
to  the  addition  of  one  hundred  pounds  to  his  yearly  falary,  in  confequence 
of  Mrs.  Yates's  receiving  five  hundred,  we  leave  them  to  make  what  com- 
ment they  pleafe  on  Mr.  Powell's  conduct  in  this  particular*. 

Perhaps  they  may  be  afiifted  in  making  iuch  comment  by  Mr.  Powell's 
fubfequent  behaviour. 
■  • 

Certain  it  is,  that  Mr.  Powell  carried  his  affent  to  Mr.  Colman's  pro- 
ceedings a  very  unwarrantable  length;  a  remarkable  inftance  of  which 
foon  after  prefented  itfelf  $  when,  at  a  meeting  of  all  the  proprietors,  the 
latter  propofed  his  taking  out  of  the  treafury.of  the  houfe,  a  fum  between 
fixty-four  and  feventy  pounds,  on  account  of  his  having  inferted  a  few 
lines  in  the  comedy  or  the  Rehearfal -f,  and  his  intended  alteration  of  the 
tragedy  of  King  Lear ;  in  which  propofal  Mr.  Powell  moft  readily  ac- 
quiefced. 

As  it  was  impoffible  aho  for  Harris  and  Rutherford  to  know  how  far  the 
projected  alteration  or  King  Lear  might  entitle  Mr.  Colman  to  that  fum ; 
and,  as  they  were  willling  to  allow  of  every  emolument  due  to  him  as  a 

• 

*  In  order  to  obviate  any  fufpicion  of  finifter  views  in  Mr.  Powell,  it  has  been  given 
out  that  he  could  not  take  the  advantage  above-mentioned,  of  the  agreement  with  Mrs. 
Yates,  becaufe  Mr.  Woodward  had  likewife  a  greater  falary.  But  it  is  to  be  remarked  that 
Mr.  Woodward's  engagement  with  the  theatre  was  antecedent  to  the  formation,  of  the 
articles  with  Mr.  Powell ;  by  virtue  of  which  he  was  entitled  to  a  larger  falary  than  any 
other  performer  or  player  hereafter  "  to  be  engaged"  in  the  fervice  of  the  houfe.  See? 
memorandum  of  thofe  articles,  p.  6. 

t  A  cuftomary  liberty  taken  from  time  to  time  with  this  play  in  reprefentation ; 
and  particularly  by  the  celebrated  manager  of  Drury-lane,  who,  we  are  affurcd,  never 
charged  a  fingle  farthing  to  his  brother  patentee  for  fuch  fervices. 

i  writer, 


[     14     ] 

writer,  they  did  not  directly  oppofe  the  propofuion  then  made ;  yet 
could  not  help  mentioning  the  impropriety  of  taking  out  the  money  till 
the  altered  play  was  produced*. 

In  return  for  this  complacency  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Powell,  Mr.  Cel- 
man,  at  the  very  fame  meeting,  as  readily  afTented  fo  the  former's  moft 
unreafonable  demand  of  a  benefit,  to  indemnify  him  for  the  lofs  he  mould 
fuftain  in  not  acting  at  Briftol  theatre  the  enfuing  fummer.  Nay  Mr. 
Colman  went  fo  far  as  to  infift  warmly  on  the  reafonablenefs  and  equity 
of  fuch  demand ;  notwithftanding  it  was  exprefsly  ftipulated  in  the 
articles  which  they  mutually  entered  into  on  the  28th  of  May,  that  none 
of  the  parties,  mould  after  the  firft  day  of  September  then  next  enfuing, 
be  concerned  in  any  other  theatre  whatever  f. 

The  abfurdity,  not  to  fay  the  infolenceof  this  proceeding,  could  not 
fail  to  ftrike  Harris  and  Rutherford  in  a  very  peculiar  manner,  and  to 
fuggeft  a  fufpicion  that  Meffrs.  Colman  and  Powell' had  formed  the 
defign  of  taking  an  advantage  of  their  ignorance  of  playhoufe  cuftoms 
and  artifices,  to  difpofe  of  the  general  property  of  the  theatre  at  their 
own  pleafure,  and  to  lofe  no  opportunity  of  converting  it  to  their 
private  emolument.  How  far  fuch  a  fufpicion  was  juftified  by  the  above 
facts,  is  fubmitted  to  the  determination  of  the  publick. 

*  Mr.  Colman  did  neverthelefs  appropriate  the  faid  fum,  although  he  did  not  produce 
the  play,  nox  indeed  appear  to  have  it  ready,  even  on  the  fecond  of  January  following; 
when  he  was  exprefsly  required,  by  letter  from  Harris  and  Rutherford,  either  to  pro- 
duce the  play  or  repay  the  money  into  the  treafury  of  the  theatre  ;  neither  of  which 
he  thought  proper  to  do:  fo  that  the  money  thus  appropriated  by  Mr.  Colman,  (i.  e.  near 
feventy  pounds)  ftands  at  prefent  as  an  equivalent  for  the  few  fpeeches  inferted  in  the 
Rehearfal ;  a  performance  which  on  the  fecond  night  of  its  exhibition  did  not  bring 
feventy  pounds  into  the  houfe. 

f  See  the  copy  of  thofe  articles,  page  7. 

With 
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With  regard  to  Mr.  Powell's  acting  at  Briftol  ;  Harris  and  Rutherford 
conceiving  that  his  advice  refpecting  the  management  of  the  theatre, 
might  in  the  fummer-time  be  difpenfed  with;  they,. in  order  to  (hew  their 
unwillingnefs  'to  deprive  him  cf  any  pecuniary  advantage  which  they 
could  reafonably  afford  him,  at  length  affented  to  his  going,  notwith- 
ftanding  they  conceived  it  derogatory  from  the  character  of  a  patentee 
of  one  of  the  Theatres-Royal  in  London,  to  think  of  fuch  an  ex- 
pedition*.. 
pa  bn£ 

The  next  irregularity  committed  by  Mr.  Colman,  was  produ&iva  of- 
the  mod  flagrant  proofs  of  his  being  determined  to  break  through  every 
reftraint  his  articles  laid  him  under-,  and  of  acting  not  only  without  the 
approbation  of  Harris  and  Rutherford,  but  in  direct  oppofition  to  their 
moll  pofitive  and  legal  remonftrances.  This  was  on  occafion  of  the  per- 
formance of  the  play  of  Cymbeline ;  which,  on  account  of  fome  perfonal 
altercation  that  had  pad  relative  to  the  calling  of  the  partsf,  had  been 
by  mutual  confent  for  fome  time  laid  afide.  The  duty  of  the  patentees 
however,  requiring  the  exhibition  of  that  play  for  one  night  J,  Mr.  Col- 
man laid  hold  of  that  opportunity  to  order  its  repetition;  notwithftanding 
he  knew  fuch  a  repetition  mud  be  extremely  difagreeable  to  Harris  and 
Rutherford;  as  tending  to  revive  the  difputes  which  that  play  had  before 
occafioned  :  a  confideration  that  would  doubtlefs  have  had  fome  weight 
with  Mr.  Colman,  had  he  duly   fludied  the  peace   and  good  order  of 

*  Harris  and  Rutherford  would  indeed  have  given  Mr.  Powell  formal  leav«  in 
writing  to  go  to  Briftol ;  but  to  this  Mr.  Colman  objected  ;  the  money  arifing  from  a 
benefit,  appearing  both  to  Colman  and  Powell  the  more  eleeible  objeft. 

f  Mr.  Colman  wanting  Mifs  W —  to  play  the  part  of  Imogen  ;  which  Harris  and 
Rutherford,  conceived  would  be  better  fupplied  by  Mfs.  L — ,  who  had  played  it  the  pre- 
ceeding  feafon  at  Drury-lane.  On  Mrs.  Yates's  joining  the  company  however,  and  refufing 
to  give  up  the  part,  it  was  afligned  to  neither. 

X  December  28. - 

♦  the 
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the  theatre;  circumftances  of  much  greater  confequence  than  either  the 
profits  arifingto  the  proprietors,  or  the  entertainment  afforded  the  publick 
by  the  exhibition  of  the  play  in  queftion*.  Harris  and  Rutherford  there- 
fore, thought  it  neceffary  on  this  occafion  to  fend  Mr.  Colman  the  fol- 
lowing card)  after  the  play  had  been  given  out  for  the  fecond  time. 


TO      G.      COLMAN,      ESQ,; 

JVjL  R.  Harris  and  Mr.  Rutherford  prefent  their  compliments  to  Mr. 
Colman,  are  much  concerned  that  he  directed  Cymbeline  again  to  be 
given  out.  —  Mr.  Colman  is  well  acquainted  with  their  fentiments  on 
the  fubject,  and  how  much  it  is  their  defire  that  play  mould,  for  the 
prefent,  be  poftponed. Doubt  not  he  will  conduct  this  affair  accor- 
dingly. 

Monday  28  Dec.  1767,  11  o'clock  at  night. 

Mr.  Colman  ftill  perlifting  in  his  defign,  another  earned;  remonftrancei 
defiring  him  for  their  mutual  quiet  to  defift  from  his  purpofe,  was  made 
him  the  next  day ;  which  proving  ineffectual,  the  following  prohibition 
was  fent  him  in  form. 

TO      G.      COLMAN,      ESQj 
Sir, 

We    abfolutely  difapprove  the  performance  of  Cymbeline  at  out 
theatre  untill  farther  confideration. 

Wednefday.  30  Dec.  1767.  T.  Harris, 

J.  RuTH£RFORD.' 
*  Efpecially  as  it  was  frequently  exhibited  at  Drury-Iane. 

To 
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To  the  above  Formal  prohibition  was  annexed  the  following  letter. 

CJUR  right  to  forbid  the  representation  of  the  above  play  we 
draw  from  the  articles  entered  into  between  us ;  from  your  letter  of 
the  firft  of  November  laft,  which  runs  thus,  "  any  meafures  againft 
•«  which  you  /hall  jointly  proteft  in  writing,  Jhall  not  be  carried  into 
"  execution  j"  and  from  your  folemn  declaration  to  the  fame  purpofe 
the  fucceeding  day,  in  prefence  of  MefTrs.  Woodward,  Smith,  Gib- 
fon,  &c.  —  It  is  with  the  lefs  regret  that  we  write  in  this  abfolute 
manner,  as  our  repeated  defires  on  this  occafion  have  failed  to  make 
the  lead  impreffion. 

We  are,  Sir, 

Your  humble  Servants, 

T.  Harris. 

Sent  away  at  12  o'clock  at  noon.  J.  Rut  her  for  d. 


In  anfwer  to  the  above,  about  an  hour  after,  Harris  and  Rutherford 
received  the  following  laconic  epiftle  from  Mr.  Colman,  with  Mr.  Powell's 
approbation,  as  under  annexed. 


TO 
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TO    T.    HARRIS,    ESQ.; 
AND    J.    RUTHERFORD,    ESQ.; 


Gentlemen, 


X  Have  juft  received  your  mandate,    and  will  print  it  a9  a  reafon  to 
the  publick,  for  performing  no  play  to-morrow. 

Dec.  30,  17^7.  G.  Colmam. 


<Sentlemen, 

VJ  R  E  A  T  part  of  our  boxes  being  taken  for  the  play  of  Cymbeline, 
great  damage  mud  accrue  to  my  property,  by  your  method  of  proceeding, 
and  I  mult  appeal  to  my  friends  and  the  public  for  redrefs.  I  mod 
fincerely  concur  with  Mr.  Colman's  fentiments  above,  and  fhall  abide  by 
his  determination. 

I  am  your  humble  fervant, 

W.  Powell. 


Juftly  alarmed  at  the  above  threats  of  Meflrs.  Col  man  and  Powell  to 
/hut  up  the  theatre,  Harris  and  Rutherford  took  proper  meafures  to 
prevent  their  defigned  interruption  of  the  public  entertainments,  and 
fent  notice  of  it  to  Mr.  Col  man,  as  follows : 

T  O 


TO    G.    COLMAN,     i  S  Q.; 


Sir, 


X  F  you  refufe  to  give  directions  for  a  play  to-morrow  night,  we 
fhall  : — Whether  they  will  be  obeyed  or  not,  is  for  future  confederation. 
What  you  are  pleafed  to  call  our  mandate,  can  be  no  reafon  for  {hut- 
ting up  the  theatre,  as  you  have  the  whole  circle  of  the  drama  (Cymbe- 
line  excepted)  from  whence  to  elect  the  play. — Whatever  damages  may 
arife,  we  doubt  not  will  be  at  your  peril,  as  they  can  only  enfue  from 
your  committing  a  breach  of  the  mod  folemn  and  legal  engage- 
ments. 

We  are  your  humble  fervants> 

Wednefday,  30  Dec.  1767,  T.  Harris. 

4  o'clock.  J,  Rutherford. 


It  is  prefumed  the  above  letters  need  no  comment :  and  we  leave 
the  publick  to  judge  of  the  conduct  of  a  man,  who  could  thus  deter- 
mine to  abandon  *  the  management  of  the  theatre,  merely  becaufe  he 

•  And  that  Mr.  Colman  did  abandon  the  theatre  is  evident,  from  his  leaving  Powell 
to  give  out  the  play  at  his  own  indifcretion,  and  the  prompter's  notice  to  Harris,  dated 
the  Tame  evening. 

TO  T.   HARRIS,   E  S  Qj 
Sir, 

By  Mr.  Powell's  order,   the  Clandeftine  Marriage  will  be  reheafed  to- 
morrow at  ten. 

Your  moft  obedient  fervant, 

Joseph  Younger. 

D  2  was 
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was  required  to  act  in  conformity  to  thofe  articles,    by  which  fuch 
management  was  put  into  his  hands. 

We  will  even  fuppofe,  for  a  moment,  the  above  prohibition  on  the 
part  of  Harris  and  Rutherford  to  have  been  merely  a  groundlefs  and 
capricious  difplay  of  that  authority  which  the  negative  claufe  in  their 
articles  confeffedly  invefted  them  with.  Yet  furely  as  it  was  the  firft 
prohibition  of  the  kind,  and  Mr.  Colman  had  the  whole  (lock  of  plays 
to  apply  to,  one  only  excepted,  nothing  can  excufe  him  for  this  rafh 
and  precipitate  refolution !  But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  fuch  prohibition 
was  founded  on  motives  which  every  man  of  fenfe  and  fenfibility  muft 
feel  the  force  of,  while  the  refolves  of  Mr.  Colman  were  the  mere  effect 
of  fpleen  and  refentment  *,  his  behaviour  muft  furely  appear  not  more 
abfurd  than  criminal* 

But  though  Mr.  Colman  thus  precipitately  withdrew  himfelf  from 
the  theatre,  he  left  Mr.  Powell  to  give  out  the  play  in  difpute  •, 
which  was  accordingly  acted  on  the  thirty-firft  of  December,  in  open 
defiance  of  Harris  and  Rutherford,  and  in  direct  breach  of  the  articles 
fubfifting  between  the  patentees* 

On  this  proof  of  Meats,  Colman  and  Powell's  total,  difregard  to  their 
engagements,  Harris  and  Rutherford  grew  naturally  more  and  more 
alarmed  at  the  apparent  danger  of  their  property*  They  judged  it  im- 
mediately expedient  therefore  to  audit  the  accounts  of  the  theatre,  and 
to  enquire  into  the  ftate  of  the  wardrobe  -,  to  which  latter  there  had  been 
lately  made  very  confiderable  and  expenfive  additions.  To  this  end  they 
ordered  the  treafurer  to  prepare  his  accounts,  and  wrote  the  following 
letter  to  Mr.  Powell. 

*  And  that  of  the  moft  unmanly  refentment ;  of  which  there  might,  and  will,  be  pro- 
duced the  moft  "  damning  proofs,"  if  Mr.  Colman  fhould  carry  his  indifcretion  fo  far  as 
to  make  it  necefiary. 

TO 
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TO    W.    POWELL,    E  S  Qj 


Sir, 


We  defire  you  will  prefent  our  compliments  to  Mrs.  Powell  *,  and 
acquaint  her  we  defire  fhe  will  be  pleafed  to  fend  every  thing  in  her 
pofleffion  appertaining  to  the  theatre,  to  the  wardrobe-keeper's  office,  as 
we  intend  forthwith  to  examine  the  ftate  of  both  wardrobes  :  that  you 
will  alfo  inform  her  we  are  much  obliged  to  her  for  the  trouble  fhe  hath 
hitherto  incurred  ;  but  requeft  fhe  would  not  make  any  farther  purchafe 
on  account  of  the  theatre,  as  we  fhall  give  directions  to  the  treafurer  to 
pay  nothing  but  incidental  charges,  until  previously  confented  to  by 
us. 

T.  Harris. 
Dec.  31,   1767.  J.  Rutherford* 

Mr.  Powell's  reply  to  the  above  requifition. 

TO    T.    HARRIS,    ESQ.; 

AND    J.    RUTHERFORD,     ESQj 

Gentlemen, 

1  OUR  directions  to  Mrs.  Powell  cannot  be  complied  with.    The 
unappropriated  cloaths  belonging  to  the  theatre,  have  ever  been  kept 

*  Mrs.  Powell  having  obligingly  taken  the  trouble  to  make  many  confiderable  purchafe* 
for  the  ufe  of  the  theatre. 

out 
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out  of  the  houfe,  under  the  care  of  one  of  the  proprietors.  They  are 
now  In  my  pofiefllon,  always  free  for  your  infpection,  and  forth-coming 
for  the  proper  ufe  of  the  theatre.  However  you  may  efteem  Mrs. 
Powell  for  the  care  and  trouble  me  has  taken  to  herfelf  concerning  the 
property,  I  believe  every  gentleman  that  has  made  an  advance  in  the 
purchafe,  when  they  are  acquainted  with  it,  will  think  themfelves 
greatly  obliged  to  her. — Whatever  your  doubts  may  be  for  the  fafety  of 
that  part  of  your  property  in  my  pofieflion,  I  know  not ;  but  this  I 
know,  that  my  conduct  has  hitherto  been  fuch  as  not  to  have  my 
honefty  or  Mrs.  Powell's  called  in  queftion  j  fo  that  you  may  be  allured 
your  property  is  ever  fafe  with  either  of  us. 

Your  humble  fervant, 

i  Jan.  1768.  W.  Powell. 

: 

P.  S.  Mr.  Colman  by  our  articles  is  inverted  with  the  theatrical 
as  well  as  dramatic  direction  of  the  theatre,  and  the  care  of 
the  women's  wardrobe,  and  that  of  the  men's,  was  defired 

by  Mr.  Colman  to  be  taken  by  Mrs.  P and  myfelf, 

without  any  objection  on  your  part,  and  therefore  we  mall 
pay  every  attention  to  the  department,  for  the  good  of 
the  property,  and  the  pleafure  of  the  publick.  —  And  you 
mud  give  me  leave  to  tell  you,  that  you  fhall  find  I  am 
not  that  CYPHER,  even  according  to  our  prefent 
articles,  as  you  fcem  by  your  treatment  to  imagine. 

I  am  yours,  &c. 

W.  Powell. 
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It  is  here  to  be  obferved,  that  Mr.  Powell  founds  his  right,  of  refufing 
to  deliver  the  cloaths  in  his  wife's  pofleflion  into  the  cuftody  or  the 
wardrobe  keeper,  on  a  pretended  cuftom.  He  fays,  "  the  unappro- 
"  priated  cloaths  belonging  to  the  theatre  have  ever  been  kept  out  or* 
"  the  houfe,  under  the  care  of  one  of  the  proprietors."  This  may, 
indeed  have  pofTibly  been  the  cafe  with  fome  former  proprietors  j  but 
how  are  Harris  and  Rutherford  bound  to  follow  their  example  ? 
They  think  the  property  in  queftion  would,  for  many  reafons,  be  better 
depofited  in  the  hands  of  the  wardrobe-keeper  ;  and  conceive  the  publick 
will  be  alfo  of  their  opinion,  that  the  delivery  of  them  when  required 
into  the  proper  office  would  have  been  a  ftronger  proof  of  the  honefty 
Mr.  Powell  boafts  of,  than  his  peremptorily  declaring  the  requifition 
could  be  complied  with.  As  to  Mr.  Powell's  being  treated  as  "  a  Cy- 
pher, "certain  it  is  that  Mr.  Colman  treats  him  as  fuch,  in  his  letter  of 
the  firft  of  November  ;  wherein  he  fo  explicitly  recognizes  the  reft  rain- 
ing power  of  Harris  and  Rutherford,  and  makes  not  the  lead  mention 
of  Mr.  Powell,  as  if  he  was  indeed  a  CYPHER,  and  there  was  no- 
fuch  patentee  exifting. 

We  cannot  help  taking  notice  alfo  of  the  ftrefs  Mr.  Powell  lays  in 
particular  on  the  present  articles.  It  is  certain  the jprefent  articles  are 
not  well  calculated  for  the  game  MefTrs.  Colman  and  Powell  feem  dif- 
pofed  to  play  into  each  other's  hands.  But  can  either  of  them  be  fo 
abfurd  as  to  fuppofe,  that  Harris  and  Rutherford  will  ever  enter  into 
future  articles,  with  perfons  who  have  difplayed  fo  confeientious  a  regard 
to  the  obfervance  of  the  prefent ■? 

The  impertinent  infmuation,  thrown  out  by  Mr.  Powell,  refpecTing 
fuch  gentlemen  as  interefted  themfelves  in  the  purchafe  of  the  theatre, 
would  be  here  paifed  over  with  contempt ;  had  it  not  been  immediately 
followed  by  a  ftill  more  impertinent  application  to  feveral  of  Harris  and 
Rutherford's  particular  friends:  of  which  application  Meflrs.  Colman 
and  Powell  thought  proper  to  give  them  the  following  notice. 

4  ■     *  TO 
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TO     MESS".    HARRIS 

AND     RUTHERFORD. 

Gentlemen, 

JjEING  confcious  of  the  rectitude  of  our  conduct,  we  are  willing  and 
defirous  to  fubmit  it  to  your  mod  intimate  and  particular  friends ;  for 
which  purpofe  we  have  fummoned  the  underwritten  gentlemen  to  the 
King's  Arms  tavern  in  Comhill  next  Tuefday  at  one  o'clock,  when  if 
you  pleafe  you  may  attend. 

We  are, 

Gentlemen, 

Your  humble  fervants, 

G.  COLMAN. 

Jan.  i,  1768.  W.  Powell. 


C—  F— ,  E%  H—  B— ,  Efq; 

R—  O—,  Efq;  T—  L— ,  Efq; 

P— ,  Efq;  N-,  Efq; 

M— D— ,  Efq; 


What  ideas  Meffrs.  Colman  and  Powell  may  entertain  of  moral  recti- 
tude, the  reader  who  hath  perufed  this  narrative  with  attention,  will 
3  probably 


[    *5    J 

probably  be  at  a  lofs  to  determine.  He  will  very  readily  conceive  how- 
ever from  the  above  letter  alone,  that  they  muft  entertain  very 
ftrange  notions  of  humanity  and  good  manners.  In  this  appeal  to  the 
friends  of  Harris  and  Rutherford,  they  have  dared  to  treat  the  latter 
as  contemptuoufly  as  if  not  arrived  at  years  of  difcretion,  and  incapable 
of  anfwering  for  their  own  conduct.  What  unparalled  infolence!  But 
even  fuppofing  they  had  a  plea  for  this,  what  can  juftify  their  imperti- 
nence in  fummoning  together  a  number  of  gentlemen  of  refpectable  cha- 
racters, to  a  common  tavern,  to  trouble  them  with  a  difpute  in  which 
few  of  them  were  concerned,  and  none  could  with  propriety  interfere ! 
The  mortification  therefore  which  Meffrs.  Colman  and  Powell  met  with 
on  this  occafion,  was  undoubtedly  juft;  few  of  the  gentlemen  attending, 
and  three  of  them,  being  thofe  only  to  whom  Harris  and  Rutherford 
were  known,  treating  the  fummons  they  had  received  with  the  contempt 
it  deferved ;  as  appears  by  the  following  letter  left  for  Meflrs.  Colman 
and  Powell  at  the  place  of  meeting. 


FOR  G.  COLMAN, 
AND  W.  POWELL,  E  S  Q_U  IRES. 

To  be  left  at  the  King's-Arms  tavern  Cornhill. 

Gentlemen, 

W  E  have  each  of  us  a  fummons  to  attend  you  on  the  affairs  of  Covent- 
garden  theatre.  But  as  we  cannot  poffibly  have  any  right  to  interfere  in 
this  matter,  muft  beg  leave  to  decline  the  meeting.  Mehrs.  Thomas 
Harris  and  John  Rutherford,  arc  gentlemen,  who,  in  our  opinion,  will 

E  never 
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never  act  contrary  to  the  principles  of  honour  and  right.  As  our  friends, 
therefore,  we  are  ever  ready  to  fupport  them  to  the  utmoft  of  our 
abilities. 

"We  are, 

Gentlemen, 

Your  humble  fervants, 
Jan.  5.  1768. 


This  attempt  *  to  prejudice  Harris  and  Rutherford  in  the  opinion  of 
their  friends  having  failed,  the  impatience  of  Mr.  Colman  could  no  longer 
be  kept  within  bounds;  but  broke  out  the  fame  day,  in  the  following 
extravagant  letter,  written  in  anfwer  to  fome  remonftrances  of  Harris  and 

•  An  attempt  as  bafely  defigned  as  meanly  executed ;  Colman  and  Powell,  ignorant  of 
the  real  connections  of  Harris  and'Rutherford,  going  to  enquire  of  their  follicitor  for  the 
addrefles  of  thofe  gentlemen  to  whom  they . fuppofed  Harris  and  Rutherford  obliged.  To 
this  purpofe  Mr.  Hutchinfon's  card  of  the  30th  of  December,  1767. 

"  Mr.  Hutchinfon  prefents  his  bed  compliments  to  Meflrs.  Harris  and  Ruther- 
««  ford,  and  begs  leave  to  acquaint  them  he  has  juft  now  had  a  vifit  from  Mr.. 
««  Colman  and  Mr.  Powell,  to  know  the  adrefles  of  Mr.  O —  Mr.  N —  and 
««  Mr.  F — ,  in  order,  they  fay,  to  lay  a  flate  of  the  affairs  before  them  and  the 
"  other  gentlemen,  who  have  advanced  money  upon  the  fecurity  of  the  theatre.'* 

Let  our  readers  compare  this  difingenuous  behaviour,  particularly  in  Mr.  Powell,  with 
that  of  T.  Harris,  who,  wanting  to  borrow  no  money  on  the  fecurity  of  the  theatre  for 
himfelfy  yet  lent  that  fecurity  for  Powctf;  and  we  may  leave  them  to  their  own  reflections 
en  it. 

Rutherford 
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Rutherford  againft  his  unjuftifiablc  proceedings*,  and  the  danger  they 
thence  apprehended  to  the  intereft  of  the  theatre. 


TO    MESS"-    HARRIS 
AND    RUTHERFORD. 


Gentlemen*- 

I  H  E  intereft  of  the  theatre  is  in  no  danger  but  from  your  conduct 
and  your  partialities.  Mr.  Powell,  who  has  a  right  to  give  his  advice 
and  attendance  when  called  on,  perceives  that  it  is  not  poflible  for  us 
to  keep  our  doors  open,  if  the  director  is  liable  to  fuch  frequent  and 
ftudied  interruptions  :  and  we  are  advifed  that  no  court  can  ever  be  led 
fo  far  to  mifconftrue  the  articles  between  us,  as  to  fuppofe  the  giving  you 
a  power  that  muft  be  fo  prejudicial  to  our  common  intereft,  could  be  the 
intention  of  it.  I  fhall  continue  to  act  in  a  manner  confident  with  the 
fpirit  of  it,  and  wifh  you  to  do  the  fame.  As  to  the  rectitude  of  your 
conduct,  or  of  our  own,  I  fhall  fubmit  that  matter  to  the  publick  :  be- 
fore whom  I  fhall  lay  a  full  ftate  of  the  cafe  in  a  very  few  days  f . 

Jan.  5,  1768.  G.  Colman. 

*  Particularly  in  regard  to  his  exhibiting  the  Merchant  of  Venice  when  Mifs  Macklin 
Was  indifpofed,  in  oppcution  to  the  remonllrances  of  Mr.  Macklin  againft  it ;  to  the  dis- 
credit of  that  performance,  and  the  great  confufion  of  the  attrefs,  who  played  on  the 
fhorteft  warning  the  capital  part  of  Portia. 

T  This  has  been  the  conftant  threat  of  Colman,  from  the  very  commencement  of  the 
difputesj  relying  doubtlefs  on  his  literary  abilities  for  the  fupport  of  his  caufe,  and  well 

E  z  knowing 
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The  reader  is  defired  to  compare  this  letter  with  that  received  from 
Mr.  Colman  on  the  firft  of  November,  and  then  to  judge  whether  any 
fufficient  reafon  can  be  given  for  the  total  change  in  the  writer's  fenti- 
ments  concerning  the  fpirit  of  the  articles  alluded  to. 

Mr.  Colman  here.alledges  it  to  be  Mr.  Powell's  opinion,  that  the 
doors  of  the  theatre  cannot  be  kept  open,  if  the  director  is  liable  to 
fuch  frequent  and  ftudied  interruptions.  Now  the  truth  is,  that,  what- 
ever right  was  inverted  in  Harris  and  Rutherford  to  control  Mr.  Colman 
in  his  management,  he  never  did  fuffer  them  to  interrupt  him  in  fact, 
except  in  deferring  the  exhibition  of  Cymbeline  before  Mrs.  Yates's 
admiffion  into  the  company. 
■ 

They  did  indeed  fometimes  take  the  ineffectual  liberty  to  remind  him 
of  the  irregularity  of  his  proceedings,  in  not  properly  acquainting  them 
from  time  to  time  with  his  intended  meafures.  They  endeavoured  alfo 
to  perfuade  him  to  take  proper  methods  to  render  Mr.  Yates,  Mr. 
Macklin,  and  fome  other  performers  of  known  merit  and  popularity, 
more  ufeful  in  the  theatre,  and  of  courfe  more  conducive  to  the  enter* 
tainment  of  the  publick. 

If  they  objected  alfo  to  any  part  of  his  actual  conduct,  it  was  only  in 
the  way  of  general  advice  and  remonftrance  \  which  could  not,  with  any. 
propriety  be  conftrued  into  an  interruption  of  his  management ;  much 
lefs  a  ftudied  one,  and  fuch  as  obliged  him  to  (hut  up  the  theatre  *. 

knowing  the  reluctance  of  Harris  and  Rutherford  to  trouble  the  publick  on  fo  improper 
an  occaiion  as  the  fquabbles  of  individuals.  Nothing,  indeed,  but  the  abfolute  neceflity  of 
removing  the  unjnft  afperfions  caft  on  them,  and  of  preventing  the  difDpation  of  their  pro- 
perty, could  have  made  them  break  that  refpeftful  filence,  which  they  have  hitherto  im- 
pofed  on  themfelves,  out  of  the  profoundeft  regard  to  the  publick. 

*  Nothing  can  be  more  abfurd  and  inconfiftent  than  fuch  a  pretence,  if  it  be  confi- 
deTed  that  even  their  abfolute  and  formal  prohibition  of  the  repetition  of  Cymbeline,  not- 

with  Handing. 
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It  was  never  denied  by  Harris  and  Rutherford  that  Mr.  Powell  had  a 
right  to  give  his  advice,  when  called  upon  by  the  other  three  parties  -, 
but  they  never  conceived  that  they  were  under  any  obligation  to  take  that 
advice;  and  much  lefs  that  it  was  to  be  taken  by  any  one  of  thofe  parties, 
in  oppofition  to  the  other  two.  Nothing  of  this  kind  appears  from  the 
letter  of  the  articles:  but  perhaps  counfellor  Powell  hath  difcovered  fuch 
a  latent  meaning  in  the  fpirit  of  them,  in  the  fame  manner  as  Mr.  Col- 
man's  other  fagacious  advifers  have  convinced  him,  that  the  tenor  of 
thofe  articles  is  now  totally  different  to  his  conceptions  of  them  three 
months  ago. 

That  the  power  with  which  Harris  and  Rutherford  are  inverted  by 
the  fubfifting  articles,  muft  be  prejudicial  to  the  common  intereft  of  the 
parties,  Mr.  Colman  and  his  advifers  feem  too  readily  to  take  for  granted. 
At  prefent  this  affertion  muft  be  merely  problematical,  as  that  power  has 
never  in  any  fingle  inftance  been  efficacioufly  exerted.  It  can  never  furely 
be  obvioufly  deducible  from  the  terms  of  the  agreement.  If  it  were,  how 
comes  it  that  Mr.  Colman,  a  gentleman  bred  in  the  (Tudy  of  the  law, 
fhould  enter  into  fuch  abfurd  articles  ?  But  that  no  fuch  inference  can  be 
drawn,  is  boldly  prefumed,  on  the  aflurance  of  fome  of  the  firft  and 
ableft  council,  learned  in  the  laws  of  this  kingdom ;  whofe  opinions  have 
been  taken  on  this  occafion,  and  who  are  unanimous  that  a  court  of 
Equity  would,  on  a  hearing  of  the  caufe,  decree  a  fpecific  performance  of 
the  articles  in  queftion. 

A  copy  of  one  of  thefe  opinions  was  accordingly  tranfmitted  directly 
to  Mr.  Colman,  in  hopes  that  it  might  influence  him  to  come  to  fome 

withftanding  it  induced  Mr.  Colman  to  retire  for  a  while  from  his  dire&orfhip,  was  yet 
of.no  interruption  of  the  bufinefs  of  the  theatre;  that  play  being  re-exhibited  on  the  night 
for  which  it  was  given  out,  and  repeated  afterwards. 

4-  reafonable 
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rcafonable  terms  oF  accommodation  with  Harris  and  Rutherford,  and 
induce  him  to  admit  in  fad  of  their  having  what  they  had  an  indubitable 
right  to,  a  negative  voice  in  the  management  of  the  theatre,  and  the 
difpofal  of  their  common  property. 

This  opinion  *  was  accompanied  by  a  letter  From  Harris  and  Ruther- 
ford, of  which  the  following  is  an  extract. 


TO     MESS".     COLMAN, 
AND     POWELL. 


Gentlemen, 

I  Nclofed  you  will  receive  a  copy  of  's  opinion  on  our  cafe.     A9 

his  abilities  and  integrity  are  well  known  to  Mr.  Colman,  we  have  the 

•  The  fubftance  of  which  was,  that,  on  a  perufal  of  the  cafe  of  Harris  and  Rutherford, 
and  the  articles  of  their  mutual  agreement  with  MeiTrs.  Colman  and  Powell,  together  with 
the  letters  which  had  paflfed  between  them,  it  appeared  that  Meflrs..  Colman  and 
Powell  had  been  guilty  of  many  material  and  fubfhntial  breaches  of  the  Taid  articles : 
And  that  farther  it  appeared  from  fuch  conduft,  that  they  were  determined  to  throw  off 
all  regard  to  their  articles,  and  to  aft  in  the  management  of  all  matters  relative  to  the 
theatre,  as  fole  and  entire  owners  thereof,  in  abfolute  exclufion  of  Harris  and  Rutherford, 
from  fuch  management.  It  was  alfo  this  council's  further  opinion,  that  on  the  filing  of  a  bill 
in  Chancery  againft  the  parties,  the  coart  would  not  only  decree  a  fpecific  performance 
of  the  articles  for  the  future,  but  would  order  MeiTrs.  Colman  and  Powell,  to  make  fa- 
tisfaclion  to  Harris  and  Rutherford  for  their  refpecVtve  (hates  of  all  damages  which  fliould 
appear  to  have  been  fuftained  by  any  breach  of  thefe  articles  by  them  refpc&ively  :  And, 
at  the  fame  time  would  order  Mr.  Powell  and  his  wife  to  depofite  in  the  proper  office  of  the 
theatre,  fuch  part  of  the  wardrobe  as  they  improperly  withheld  in  their  own  pofleflion. 

greater 
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greater  reliance  upon  the  imprefiions  they  muft  necefTarily  make.  This 
opinion,  as  well  as  others  we  have  taken,  points  out  the  infallible  remedy 
for  redrefs  ♦,  yet,  like  the  reft,  it  advifes  an  adjuftment  by  arbitration, 
becaufe  our  difputes,  differing  from  the  generality,  muft  be  attended 
with  the  fevereft  injury  to  the  property  litigated,  exclufive.of  the 
actual  perfonal  expence  to  be  incurred  individually.  We  therefore 
propofe  an  arbitration  of  our  difputes,  by  four  gentlemen  totally  uncon- 
cerned in  affairs  of  the  theatre,  two  to  be  nominated  by  us,  unexception- 
able in  point  of  rank,  fortune,  and  reputation,  and  impartial,  never 
having  been  in  the  leaft  concerned  in  our  affairs.  If  you  fhall  both 
concur  in  this  propofal,  and  nominate  two  gentlemen  of  equal  confidera- 
tion  and  impartiality,  we  fhall  be  ready  to  enter  into  bonds  for  fubmitting 
to  the  award  of  the  gentlemen  fo  nominated. 

In  anfwer  to  this  letter,  and  in  order  to  invalidate  the  opinion 
therein  mentioned,  Mr.  Colman  affected  to  think  a  fair  and  impartial 
ftate  of  the  cafe  had  not  been  laid  before  the  council*.  And  in  a  fub- 
fequent  letter,  from  Meflrs.  Colman  and  Powell  in  conjunction,  the 
propofed  arbitration  appears  to  be  artfully  eluded,  by  their  faying 
only  in  general  terms,  that  "  they  were  ready  to  refer  to  proper  perfons 
"  the  care  of  framing  a  plan  of  articles  which  might  prevent  future 
"  uneafinels." 

This  not  being  thought  fufficiently  explicit,  Harris  and  Rutherford 
again  applied  to  them  for  a  more  precife  and  pofitive  anfwer  to  their 
propofal  j  which  application  produced  the  following  reply. 


*  Setting  the  cafe,  however,  as  to  the  damages  complained  of,  out  of  the  queftion,  the 
above-mentioned  opinion,  refpe&ing  the  fpecific  performance  of  the  articles,  was  confirmed 
by  that  of  other  learned  council,  and  thofe  of  the  firft  eminence,  who  gave  the  fame  in  the 
moft  explicit  terms  ;  with  this  addition,  that  thofe  articles  were  entered  into  upon  valuable 
confideration,  were  exprefled  with  clearnefs  and  certainty,  nor  could  admit  of  any  doubt 
in  their  conftruttion  as  to  the  rights  and  powers  of  the  refpective  parties. 

3  TO 
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TO     THOMAS     HARRIS,    ESQ.} 
AND     JOHN     RUTHERFORD,     E  S  Qj 

Gentlemen, 

O  U  T  of  tendernefs  to  yourfelves,  we  forbore  to  enter  into  any  paft 
tranfactions,  as  an  enquiry  of  that  nature  muft  neceflarily  lay  open 
the  real  caufe  of  the  unhappy  difference  between  us;  nor  indeed  is  any 
thing  material  to  the  general  intereft  and  happinefs,  but  a  proper 
arrangement  of  matters  for  the  future.  We  propofed  therefore,  and 
we  now  repeat  the  propofal,  to  refer  to  proper  perfons  the  care  of  fet- 
tling the  articles  in  fuch  a  manner,  that  the  management  of  the  theatre 
may  be  carried  on  to  the  fatisfaction  of  all  parties :  nor  have  we  any 
objection,  if  you  think  it  agreeable,  to  fubmit  our  paft  conduct  to  the 
confideration  of  the  fame  perfons ;  confident  as  we  are,  that  in  the  opi- 
nion of  any  unprejudiced  judge,  we  fhall  be  found  to  have  deferved  a 
very  different  treatment  than  we  have  met  with  from  you. 


We  are, 

Gentlemen, 

Your  humble  lervants, 

G.  COLMAN. 

W.  Powell. 

The 
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The  attentive  reader  will  obferve  that  this  fecond  anfwer  is  couched 
in  as  vague  and  equivocal  terms  as  the  preceding ;  the  doubtful  ex- 
preffion  of  proper  perfons  being  ufed  in  both.  Is  it  poffible  that  men, 
really  confeious  of  the  integrity  of  their  actions,  as  Mefirs.  Colman  and 
Powell  here  pretend  to  be,  mould  hefitate  in  approving  fuch  perfons  as  are 
defcribed  in  the  letter  of  Harris  and  Rutherford,  viz.  difinterefted  men 
of  rank,  fortune,  and  reputation  ? 

The  uncommon  effrontery  of  Colman  and  Powell,  in  affecting  a 
tendernefs  for  Harris  and  Rutherford  in  not  difclofing  the  real  caufe  of 
their  difference,  is  of  a  piece  with  the  reft  of  their  behaviour,  equally 
contemptuous  and  contemptible.  To  have  the  aflfurance  to  pretend,  and 
that  in  a  private  letter  *,  addrefled  to  the  parties  themfelves,  that  the 
unhappy  differences  between  them  are  owing  to  any  fingle  caufe, 
when  they  muft  be  confeious,  if  they  had  any  confeience  at  all,  of  their 
having  given  repeated  and  aggravated  caufes  of  difference  !  To  have 
the  affurance,  in  reply  to  complaints  made  againft  them  for  the  violation 
of  articles  formally  fubfifting,  to  propofe  the  new  modelling  thofe 
articles,  or  the  framing  of  new  ones !  They  may  indeed  well  boaft  they 
are  confident ;  for  their  confidence  appears  in  this  to  be  matchlefs.  It 
is  difficult  however  to  fay  which  is  the  greatect  fubject  of  admiration, 
the  excefs  of  their  folly  or  that  of  their  infolence,  in  this  complicated 
inftance  of  both,  undoubtedly  the  greateft  infult  that  ever  was  offered 
to  men  of  the  lead  pretenfions  to  common  underftanding. 

It  is  little  to  be  wondered  at,  that,  on  Meffrs.  Colman  and  Powell's 
thus  evading  the  propofal  of  an  equitable  arbitration,  all  epiflolary  corre- 


•  Or  are  we  to  fuppofe  this  private  letter  artfully  written,  with  a  view  to  give  fom« 
colour  to  their  pretenfions  and  practices,  Ihould  it  hereafter  come  to  be  neceflarity  made 
publick. 

F  ipondence 
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fpondence  between  the  parties,  on  the  fubject  of  their  difputes,  fliould 
have  an  end. 

A  meeting  of  their  respective  folicitors  did  indeed  take  place  foon 
after,  but  proved  ineffectual  ;  fo  that  things  remained  in  this  fituation, 
when  the  accidental  publication  *  of  a  loofe  and  defultory  ftate  of  their 
cafe,  injudicioufly  and  imperfectly  drawn  up,  induced  Mr.  Colman  to 
publifh  the  advertifement,  which  laid  Harris  and  Rutherford  under  the 
necefiity  of  making  this  re mon (trance;  on  a  candid  perufal  of  which,  it 
is  prefumed  there  is  no  impartial  reader  who  will  not  rather  wonder  at 
their  long  filence,  than  cenfure  them  for  the  prefent  appeal  to  the 
publick. 

Having  thus  given  an  exact  and  faithful  narrative  of  fuch  facts  as 
relate  to  the  legality  and  rectitude  of  Mr.  Colman's  conduct,  in  regard  to 
Harris  and  Rutherford,  we  beg  the  reader's  farther  attention  to  a  few 
general  reflections  on  his  behaviour  as  a  theatrical  manager,  and  the  pro- 


•  By  having  been  fcandaloufly  and  urijuftifiably  exhibited  by  the  mafter  of  Slaughter's 
coffee-houfe;  where  it  had  been  cafually  and  unintentionally  left  upon  the  table.  Great 
pains  indeed  have  been  taken,  to  reprefent  this  accident  as  a  wilful  miftake  of  Harris 
and  Rutherford  ;  tending  to  injure  the  character  of  Meflrs.  Colman  and  Powell.  And  yet 
nothing  could  appear  more  plain,  on  the  very  face  of  the  thing  itfelf,  than  that  fuch 
cafe  could  not  have  been  intended  for  public  infpe&ion  ;  which  the  feveral  blank  fpaces 
kft  for  the  future  infertion  of  names  and  dates,  with'  the  references  to  letters  and  memo- 
riils  not  annexed  to  it,  fufficiently  evince.  It  was  thought  incumbent  therefore  on  Harris 
and  Rutherford,  publicly  to  difclaim  fo  illiberal  a  defign ;  in  doing  which,  however, 
they  did  not  (as  hath  been  falfely  reprefented)  difavow  the  papers  fo  left,  or  mean  in  the 
Jeail  to  exculpat;  Meffrs.  Colman  and  Powell  of  the  feveral  fads  therein  charged  upon 
them.  3 
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priety  of  their  exerting  their  undoubted  right  to  controul  him  in  that 
province. 

Harris  and  Rutherford  have  feverely  felt,  and  therefore  are  extremely 
fenfible  of,  the  difadvantage  they  lie  under  from  a  comparative  view  of 
the  known  abilities  of  the  refpective  patentees.  They  have  had  the  fre- 
quent mortification  of  having  their  moft  legal  and  juft  complaints  difre- 
garded  on  the  prudential  plea  of  their  own  intereft.  They  have  heard 
it  repeatedly  alledged,  even  by  thofe  who  have  acknowledged  the  injuftice 
and  infolence  of  Meffrs.  Colman  and  Powell's  behaviour,  that  it  would 
be  yet  highly  indifcreet  for  them  (Harris  and  Rutherford)  to  interfere 
in  the  conduct  of  an  undertaking,  for  which  it  has  been  inconfiderately 
taken  for  granted  they  were  unqualified. 

But,  let  us  take  the  liberty  to  aflc,  if  it  be  not  pofiible  for  fuch  advi- 
fers  to  have  impofed  on  themfelves  in  this  particular,  by  carrying  their 
notions  of  the  reputation  and  abilities  of  Meffrs.  Colman  and  Powell, 
much  farther  than  their  influence  in  the  management  of  a  theatre  ex- 
tend. 

They  prefume  not  to  enter  the  lifts  with  their  brother  patentees  in 
their  refpective  profefiions.  But,  as  they  pretend  neither  to  write  come- 
dies nor  to  enact  tragedies,  fo  neither  do  they  pretend  to  talents  for  com^ 
pofing  mufic,  leading  the  band,  inventing  dances,  or  defigning  and 
painting  the  fcenes.  Yet  they  conceive  it  little  lefs  unreafonable  to  expect 
a  manager  to  be  a  painter,  architect,  compofer,  fiddler,  or  figure- 
dancer,  than  to  fuppofe  he  mould  neceflarily  be  either  an  author  or  actor. 

The  proprietors  of  a  theatre,  may  certainly  avail  themfelves  of  the 
feveral  talents  of  muficians,  dancing- mafterg,  architects,  painters,  players,, 
poets,  and  even  of  managers,  if  neceffary,  on  paying  them  a  valuable 

F  2  confideration* 
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consideration  for  their  fervices*!  And  while  they  are  modeft  or  prudent 
enough  to  make  the  public  voice  their  director,  in  the  employment  of 
iuch  as  afford  the  town  the  higheft  entertainment  j  it  is  furely  a  Itrange 
abfurdity,  to  fuppofe  that  men,  in  the  leaft  acquainted  with  bufinefs, 
fhould  be  unequal  to  the  care  and  conduct  of  their  property  in  a  theatre. 

If  to  this  plea  fhould  be  oppofed  an  imaginary  circumftance,  induf- 
trioufly  propagated  about  the  town  j  viz.  that  the  profits  of  the  theatre 
this  feafon  have  been  gi eater  than  that  of  former  years;  and  therefore 
actual  experience  ought  with  prudent  men  to  prevail  over  fpeculative 
reafoning :  Harris  and  Rutherford  make  anfwer,  that,  though  it  is  at 
prefent  impoflible  for  them  to  afcertain  what  the  profits  of  the  feafon 
will  be,  they  are  fufficiently  authorifed  to  deny  the  fad :  which  is  all  the 
fatisfaction  they  can  at  prefent  give  the  reader  as  to  this  particular.  For, 
however  injurioufly  they  have  been  treated  by  Meflrs.  Colman  and 
Powell,  they  do  not  think  themfelves  at  liberty,  without  their  confent,  to 
expofe  the  receipts  and  difburfements  of  the  theatre,  even  were  it  in  any 
cafe  judged  neceflary. 

*  It  may  not  be  improper  to  obferve  here,  that  Mr.  Colman's  not  fiipuhting  for 
fuch  a  confederation,  when  he  accepted  of  the  nominal  direftorfhip  of  the  theatre,  is  a 
corroborating  proof  that  it  was  never  intended  he  fhould  take  more  trouble  on  hirofelf 
than  Harris  or  Rutherford :  as,  had  it  been  otherwife,  he  would  certainly  have  been  as 
much  entitl  d  to  a  falary  for  managing,  as  Mr.  Powell  was  to  his  falary  for  a&ing.  Un- 
lefs  indeed  Mr.  Colman's  known  difregard  to  pecuniary  emoluments  may  be  foppofed  to 
have  induced  him  to  make  a  prefent  of  his  fervices  to  his  brother-patentees.  For  it  will 
hardly  be  fuppofed,  by  perfons  convinced  of  the  eon/cioas  reSitiuU  he  boafts  of,  that  he 
could  have  an/  finifter  views  to  anfwer  by  his  unrequited  officioufnefs. 


At 
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At  the  fame  time,  neverthelefs,  they  cannot  neglect  this  occasion  of 
gratefully  exprefiing  the  higheft  fenfe  of  the  obligations  conferred  on  them 
by  the  town,  in  its  generous  approbation  of  the  moderate  efforts 
exerted  for  its  entertainment  at  Covent-Garden  theatre  this  feafon. 

They  fhould  think  themfclves  as  highly  undeferving  fuch  approbation, 
if  they  could  on  their  part  approve  of  thofe  little  artifices,  which  have  too 
frequently  been  made  ufe  of,  to  betray  the  publick  into  an  appearance  of 
applauding  what  in  reality  they  were  fo  candid  as  reluctantly  to  condemn  j 
artifices  that  have  been  fometimes  carried  to  the  utmoft  extravagance, 
to  the  prejudice  of  the  proprietors,  and  difguft  of  the  town. 

If  the  art  of  theatrical  management  indeed  confift  in  the  practice  of 
fuch  petty  expedients,  to  betray  the  confidence  and  impofe  on  the  judg- 
ment of  the  publick  •,  —  if  it  confift  in  forcing  dull  performances  and 
unpopular  performers  on  a  patient  audience;  the  majority  of  which  are 
introduced  merely  to  keep  the  reft  in  countenance  •,  —  if  it  confift  in 
keeping  news-paper  fcribblers  in  pay  to  defend  grofs  partialities,  to  apo- 
logize for  wilful  neglect,  and  to  enhance  the  feeble  efforts  of  ignorance 
and  infufficicncy  j  Harris  and  Rutherford  confefs  they  are  unequal  as 
averfe  to  the  talk  of  theatrical  management.  Nay,  they  muft  be  fo 
frank  as  to  fay,  that  they  fhould  never  have  hazarded  their  property 
on  the  fuccefs  of  fuch  an  undertaking,  had  not  they  conceived  it  might 
have  been  conducted  to  advantage  on  a  more  liberal  plan. 

But  if  a  fincere  defire  of  contributing  to  the  real  entertainment  of  the 
publick,  joined  to  a  determined  refolution  to  take  every  juft  meafure 
conducive  to  that  end,  may  be  iuppofed  to  qualify  men  long  attached  to 
the  ftage,  affifted  by  perfons  of  known  experience  and  abilities,  for  the 
management  of  a  theatre,  they  flatter  themfelves  they  will  not  be  found 
incapable  of  fuperintending  their  property  in  that  of  Covent  garden, 

»  equally 
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equally  to  their  own  emolument,  and  the  fatisfaftion  of  the  publick  j 
under  whofe  aufpices  therefore,  they  beg  leave  to  take  refuge,  and  to 
fubferibe  themfelves  that  publick's 

Moft  obliged,  and  moft  devoted, 

Humble  Servants,. 

T.  Harris. 

J.  Rutherford. 


THE       END; 


,( 


TRUE        STATE 

Of  the  Differences  fubfifting  between 

THE        PROPRIETORS 

of 
COVENT-GARDEN    THEATRE; 

IN     ANSWER      TO 

A  Falfe,  Scandalous,  and  Malicious  Manuscript  Libel, 
exhibited  on  Saturday,  Jan.  23,  and  the  two  following  Days ; 
and  to  a  Printed  Narrative,  figned  by  T.  Harris  and 
J.  Rutherford. 

By     GEORGE     COLMAN. 

London, 

Printed  for  T.  Becket,  in  the  Strand  j  R.  Baldwin,  in  Paternofler-Row  ;  and 
R.  Davis,  the  Corner  of  Sackville-ftreet,  Piccadilly. 

MDCCLXVUI. 


Although  the  following  State  of  our  Cafe  has  been 
drawn  up  by  Mr.  Colman,  I  defire'  to  be  considered 
as  equally  refponfible  for  its  Contents. 


WILLIAM   POWELL. 


ADVERTISEMENT. 

Feb.  10,  1768. 

ON  Thurfday  laft,  after  I  had  begun  to  prepare  thefe  Papers  for  the 
Prefs,  my  friend  Mr.  Rice,  between  whom  and  Mr.  Rutherford 
a  very  ferious  difference  had  that  day  been  brought  to  a  happy  con- 
clufion,  intreated  me,  in  the  moll  earneft  terms,  at  leafl  to  fufpend 
my  Publication  ;  as  he  had  yet  hopes,  by  his  prefent  influence  with  Mr. 
Rutherford,  to  accommodate  our  differences.  I  confented,  and  went  the 
next  morning  to  Richmond,  where  I  received  the  following  letter  from 
Mr.  Rice,  the  contents  of  which  induced  me  to  refume  my  thoughts  of 
publication  -,  and  indeed,  rendered  it  incumbent  on  me  to  expedite  in 
as  much  as  poffible  ;  which  I  hope  will  be  fome  apology  for  the  appa- 
rent hafte  and  inaccuracy  of  the  following  Narrative.  The  attention 
due  to  it  mull,  however,  depend  upon  facts.  Mr.  Rice's  letter  is  as 
follows  ;  and  is  publifhed  at  his  own  requeft. 

"  Dear  Colman, 

"  YOU  may  remember  that  I  acquainted  you  before  you  went  out 
of  town,  that   the  moment  the  affair  of   laft  Thurfday  was  over,    I 
thought  it  a  very  proper  opportunity  to  avail  myfelf  of  the  fituation  I 
then  ftood  in,  and  told  Mr.  Rutherford  the  only  advantage  I  would  wifh 
to  make  of  the  many  advantages  I  had  then  given  him,  would  be  to  ren- 
der myfelf  the  inftrument  of  bringing  about  a  thorough  reconciliation 
in  the  Theatre :  Mr.  Rutherford  replied,    that    nothing  in    the  world 
would  give  him  greater  pleafure  ;  and  that  he  mould  be  the  happieft 
man  living  if  thofe  difputes  were  once  fettled.     From  the  many  compli- 
ments Mr.  Rutherford  paid  me  on  this  occafion,  and  the  very  conciliat- 
ing difpofition  he  was  then  in,  I  really  was  weak  enough  to  believe  him 
fincere.    I  faw  him  the  fame  evening  at  the  Playhoufe,  and  we  agreed  to 
meet  the  next  day  at  Mr.  Harris's  in   Surry-flreet.     If  you  recollecl,  I 
begged  you  not  to  proceed  in  your  Publication.     I  went  to  Mr.  Harris's 
at  the  time  appointed,  and  to  my  great  furprize  found  only  Mr.  Harris,  who 
made  an  apology  for  Mr.  Rutherford's  not  being  there,  but  faid  that  Mr. 
Rutherford  would  meet  me  any  where  in  the  evening,  if  I  would  leave 
word  where  I  was  to  be  found.     I  mentioned  the  Bedford  Coffee-houfe. 
Mr.  Harris's  converfation  and  mine  was   rather  general,  as   I  told  him 
that  my  bufinefs  was  with  Mr.  Rutherford  ;  that  1  thought  I  had  a  claim 
upon  that  gentleman,  and  meant  to  ufe  it  to  make  all  the  Patentees 
friends  ;  and  that  I  mould  make  a  point  of  Mr.  Rutherford's  ufing  his 
influence  with  him  to  bring  about  a  reconciliation  of  all  parties.     Though 
Mr.  Harris  did  not  feem  fo  well  difpofed  to  a  compromife  as  Mr.  Ruther- 
ford, yet  he  did  not  give  me  the  leaft  reafon  to  expect  the  manauvreof  this 
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morning.  In  the  evening  I  went  to  the  Bedford  Coffee-Houfe,  and  found 
the  inclofed  note  *  for  me  there  •,  and  when  I  went  home  I  found  a  dupli- 
cate of  it :  I  did  not  go  to  Mr.  Rutherford's  this  morning,  but  waited  to  lee 
him  inVilliers-Street.  In  the  mean  time,thePublick  Advertiferwas  brought 
me  as  ufual,  when,  to  my  very  great  aftonimment,  I  faw  their  Narrative 
advertifed.  Mr.  Rutherford  came  at  the  time  appointed  in  his  note.  It 
was  with  great  difficulty  I  could  keep  my  temper  with  him  ;  and  I  told 
him,  in  the  prefence  of  Mr.  Allen  and  a  HairdrefTer,  that  I  did  intend 
to  lay  a  great  deal  to  him,  but  that  the  very  difingenuous  manner  he 
had  dealt  with  me,  had  put  it  out  of  my  power  to  have  any  thing  to 
fay  to  him  or  his  friend'Mr.  Harris ;  adding,  "  Had  you  told  me,  or  even 
lent  me  word  yefterday,  that  my  interfering  was  quite  unnecefTary,  as 
your  Cafe  was  to  be  publimed  this  morning,  I  am  fure  I  could  not 
have  been  in  the  leaft  offended ;  but,  inftead  of  that,  you  confented  to 
confer  about  an  accommodation,  and  concealed  your  intention  of  pub- 
liming  your  Narrative  :  Such  difingenuous  treatment  from  you  I  thought 
I  did  not  deferve..  I  now  renounce  you  both  for  ever,  and  think  you  a 
Couple  of  people  capable  of  doing  every  thing  that  is  bad."  He  faid, 
he  was  very  forry  for  my  ill  opinion  of  him  •,  but  declared,  notwith- 
standing what  had  paffed,  that  any  thing  I  had  to  fay  in  this  difpute, 
fliould  have  more  weight  with  him  than  the  remonftrances  or  argu- 
ments of  any  other  perlbn.  I  intend  to  come  to  Richmond,  and  dine 
with  you  to-morrow." 

Saturday  Evening,  I  am,  Dear  Colman, 

Feb.  6,  1768. 

Moft  affectionately  yours, 

WOODFORD  RICE. 


*  Mr.  Rutherford's  Note. 

"  Mr.  Rutherford'*  moft  friendly  compliments  wait  on  Capt.  Rice. — Was 
extr ' finely  forry  that  be  could  not  wait  on  him  in  Surry-Street  to-day  \ — but 
will  be  very  happy  to  fee  him  in  Newman-Street,  to-morrow  at  ten,  to 
b-  eakfaft. 

*'  If  that  fiould  prove  inconvenient  to  him,  and  he  fhould  not  hear  from  him, 
will  call  in  Villiers-Street,  about  twelve." 

Friday  Evening, 
9  o'Clock. 
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BEFORE  I  enter  upon  my  Narrative,  it  may  not  be  improper  to 
acquaint  the  Publick  with  the  reafons  that  have  induced  me  to 
give  them  this  trouble  ;  and  to  (hew  them  that  filence  mutt  have 
been  interpreted  as  a  tacit  acknowledgment  of  guilt  in  myfelf  and  Mr. 
Powell,  who  could  not  forbear  to  reply  to  the  raoft  grofs  and  open  ca- 
lumnies, if  we  entertained  a  proper  regard  for  our  reputations,  and 
wifhed  to  be  confidered  as  men  who  held  their  good  name  "  as  the  im« 
"  mediate  jewel  of  their  fouls." 

Contempt  of  (lander  is  indeed  an  heroick  quality,  and  confcious  inno- 
cence is  the  fureft  antidote  to  its  poifon.  But  there  are  circumftances 
wherein  the  world  has  a  kind  of  right  to  arraign  our  conduct ;  not  to 
mention,  that  it  requires  a  very  uncommon  fhare  of  philofophy  not  to 
refute  fcandal  and  malice,  when  we  have  the  means  of  juftification  in  our 
power. 

On  Saturday,  the  23d  of  January,  we  were  informed  that  there  lay  for 
publick  infpecVion,  at  Slaughter's  Coffee-houfe,  in  St.  Martin's-lane,  a 
manufcript  paper,  wherein  we  were  charged,  in  direct  terms,  with  the 
moft  infamous  collufion  in  the  management  of  the  Theatre  5  a  collufioa 
intended  to  promote  our  own  feparate  and  private  emolument,  and  confe- 
quently  to  defraud  MefT.  Rutherford  and  Harris,  the  joint  fharers  in  the 
property. 

Notwithstanding  thofe  two  gentlemen  had  for  fome  preceding  weeks 
betrayed  the  moft  hoftile  difpofition  toward  us,  and  endeavoured  to  render 
the  management  of  the  Theatre  as  hazardous  as  it  is  troublefome  •,  yet 
that  they,  or  their  friends,  ihould  think,  it  advifable  to  appeal  to  the 
Publick,  by  drawing  up  a  partial  ftate  of  our  differences,  feemed  almoft 
incredible.  In  the  evening,  however,  we  repaired  to  the  Coffee  room, 
and  on  a  perufal  of  the  libellous  paper  in  queftion,  we  found  it  to  be 
more  replete  with  falfhocd,  fcandal,  and  malice,  than  it  had  even  been 
reprefented  to  us  •,  nor  indeed  was  it  poflible  for  any  perfon,  not  minutely 
acquainted  with  the  facts,  to  difcern  how  much  they  were  diftorted  in 
order  to  give  the  lealf.  colour  to  the  charges  brought  againft  us. 
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*  The  paper  was  conceived  in  the  following  terms : 

A '  Jhort  Jiate  of  the  cafe  between  Thomas  Harris,  John  Rutherford,  George: 
Colman,  and  William  Powell. 

"  THE  patents,  &c.  of  Covent  Garden  Theatre,  being  to  be  fold,  purfuant 
to  the  direction  of  the  late  Mr.  Rich's  will ;  Thomas  Harris  and  John  Ruther- 
ford formed  a  defign  of  purchafmg  them,  and  entered  into  a  treaty  with  the  exe- 
cutors of  faid  Rich  ;  but  afterwards  thought  proper  to  invite  fome  one  perfon  con- 
versant in  thefe  matters  to  fhare  with  them  in  the  purchafe  ;  one  who  might 
ftrengthen  the  company  as  a  performer,  and  affift  them  in  the  management  there- 
of.—'They  pitched  upon  William  Powell  the  player,  to  whom  the  plan  was  com- 
municated.— At  firft  his  only  objection  was,  an  article  fubfifting  between  him  and 
the  patentees  of  Drury  Lane  Theatre  j  but  he  afterwards,  in  his  own  mind,  got 
over  that  difficulty,  and  propofed  a  friend  of  his,  George  Colman,  a  dramatic  au- 
thor ;  and  urged  the  expediency  of  admitting  him  into  the  treaty,  by  greatly  exag- 
gerating the  fervice  he  would  do  in  affifting  the  Theatrical  Management. — At 
length  Harris  and  Rutherford  agreed,  not  only  to  the  admiflion  of  William  Powell, 
but  alfo  his  friend  George  Colman.  Whereon,  March  31ft,  1767,  thefe  four 
gentlemen  entered  into  articles  of  agreement  between  themfelves,  for  concluding 
fuch  purchafe  ;  and  Harris  and  Rutherford  were  impowered  to  conclude  the  treaty 
they  had  begun  on  their  own  account,  and  the  four  parties  were  to  be  equal 
iharers. 

"  April  1  ft,  Harris  and  Rutherford  contracted  for  the  purchafe,  and  10,000  I. 
the  property  of  Harris  and  Rutherford,  was  depofited  on  that  day,  the  remainder 
of  the  60,000 1.  to  be  paid  the  ift  July  next  enfuing.  And  foon  after,  all  four 
parties  met  on  the  fubject  of  their  future  articles,  when  Colman  propofed  to  have 
the  uncontrouled  management,  which  Powell  approved;  but  Harris  and  Rutherford, 
(being  exceedingly  furprifed)  warmly,  and  reiteratedly,  protefted  they  never  would 
confent  to  any  other  articles,  but  fuch  as  would  give  them  a  perfect  equality  of 
power  with  Colman.  Whereupon,  after  much  deliberation,  the  four  gentlemen, 
©n  14th  May  laft,  figried  an  agreement,  by  which  Colman  was  appointed  acting 
manager,  with  this  reftridtion,  that  he  was  from  time  to  time,  and  at  all  times,  to 
communicate  and  fubmit  his  conduct,  and  the  meafures  he  fhould  intend  to  purfue, 
unto  Harris  and  Rutherford,  who  were  impowered  to  put  a  negative  on  any  fuch 
meafure  which  they  fhould  jointly  difapprove. 

*'  Powell  was  to  give  his  advice  and  afliftance  when  required. 

*'  May  28th,  Powell  was  engaged  as  an  actor  for  feven  years,  at  400 1.  a  year, 
and  a  clear  benefit ;  and  if  any  performer,  or  player,  fhould  be  allowed  more, 
then  an  additional  charge  was  to  «be  allowed  Powell,  fo  as  to  exceed  fuch  future 
player.     2d,  None  of  the  parties  fhould  have  any  concern  in  any  other  theatre. 

July  1  ft,  The  contract  with  Rich's  executors  was  compleated,  and  the  money 
then  paid  ;  but  Colman  and  Powell  were  deficient  in  their  proportion  of  purchafe- 

*  It  was  indorfed,  "  A  narrative  of  tranfactions  relative  to  Covent  Garden  Theatre." 
And  at  fome  diftance  was  Written,  in  another  band,  "  For  the  ufe  of  the  gentlemen  of 
Slaughter's  Coffee-houfe  ;"  which  words  were  alfo  written  on  the  margin  of  the  feveral 
leaves  of  the  manufcript. 
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money  g,cool.  whereupon  the  fum  was  borrowed,  and  Harris  and  Rutherford  were 
fecurities  for  Colman  and  Powell. 

"  No  fooner  were  they  in  poffciHon  of  the  theatre,  &c.  but  Colman  began  to 
act  in  a  mpft  arbitrary  and  infolent  manner  ;  he  fcarce  even  deign'd  to  ccnfult  Har- 
ris and  Rutherford  in  any  one  meafure  ;  he  received  and  rejected  dramatic  pieces ; 
engaging  and  refufing  performers,  .&o  &c.  without  ever  mentioning  them;  and 
at  the  firft  rehearfal,  jnftead  of  introducing  them  to  the  performers,: (which  were 
fixed  by  him)  he  forbad  them  the  fta^e,  thereby  endeavouiing  to  prevent  Harris 
and  Rutherford  from  fuperintending  his  conduct. 

"  After  much  expostulation,  Colman  affentcd  to  a  weekly  meeting,  when  he, 
Colman,  was  to  propofe  fuch  plays,  he.  and  all  fuch  other  meafures,  as  he 
thought  might  be  proper  for  the  week  following.  This  meeting  was  ohferved  by 
all  parties  for  a  few  weeks ;  yet  Harris  and  Rutherford  could  not  help  feeing,  that 
Colman  did  not,  at  the  meetings,  propofe  all  the  meafures  .he  intended  to  purfue ; 
and  that  when  he  knew  the  ientiments  of  Harris  and  Rutherford,  he  generally 
acted  in  contradiction  to  them.  .',.,. 

"  Fearing  to  throw  the  whole  affair  into  confufion,  Harris  and  Rutherford  bore 
this  kind  of  treatment,  and  repeated  infults,  from  Colman,  without  refenting 
them,  as  he  Hill  kept,  in  fome  degree,  the  rank  of  decency,  and  did  not  openly 
difclaim  their  negative   power ;  but  on  Thurfday,  the  day  of  October,  he, 

in  the  higheft  terms,  and  moft  aggravating  language,  openly  difclaimed  their  right 
of  reftraining  him.,  and.  folemnly  declared,  that  to  them  he  would  never  difclofe 
his  future  intentions ;  and  that  he  would  be  refponfible  to  the  public,  not  to  them, 
for  the  confequences.  Though  they  knew  of  no  caufe,  yet  this  appeared  to  them 
the  language  of  pafiion  or  madnefs ;  therefore,  he  was  again,  the  fucceeding  day, 
aflced,  if  he  would  comply  with  his  articles,  and  propofe  his  meafures,  &c.  Ac- 
cordingly he  again  re fu fed  ;  and  being  expoftuiated  with  again  and  again,  he  on 
Saturday  night  declared,  he  would  have.no  further  communication  with  either  of 
them  j  yet,  notwithftanding  all  this,  on  Sunday  November  the  ifr,  he  wrote  them 
a  letter,  (vide  copy  marked  A)  wherein  he  recognizes  the  articles,  recapitulates 
the  fubftance  of  them,  and  promifes  to  adhere  to  them  for  the  future  :  but  (ftrange 
as  it  muft  appear  !)  he  fo  foon  forgot  his  promife,  that  without  having  either  heard 
from,  or  feen  faid  Harris  and  Rutherford,  he,  on  the  very  fame  night,  and  with- 
out their  knowledge,  or  giving  them  the  leaft  notice  thereof,  fummoned  all  the 
principal  performers  to  a  tavern,  and  there  harangued  them,  and  acquainted  them, 
that  he  was  inverted  with  the  abfolute  management  of  the  theatre,  and  entirely 
fuppreiFed  Harris  and  Rutherford's  right  of  controuling  him.  This  conduct  oblig- 
ed Harris  and  Rutherford  to  read  publicly  on  the  ftage,  on  Monday  morning,  the 
whole  articles,  when  Colman,  in  appearance,  took  fhame  to  himfelf,  and  declar- 
ed, in  the  prefence  of  Woodward,  Smith,  and  Gibfon,  &c.  that  he  would  fub- 
mit  his  meafures  to  their  controlment. 

"  During  thefe  tranfactions,  it  was  impofiible  for  Harris  and  Rutherford  to  be 
blind  to  the  ridiculous  partialities  of  Colman ;  yet  they  were  of  opinion,  the 
caufes  of  them  were  of  fuch  a  nature,  that  as  men,  they  could  not  take  notice 
of  them  ;  but  the  infiance  was  fo  glaring,  in  cafting  the  play  of  Cymbeline^  that, 
in  duty  to  the  public,  Harris  and  Rutherford  were  obliged  to  take  nptice.of.it. 
What  can  be  more  diftreffing  to  men  who  have  the  leaft  fenfe  of  honour  or  gene- 
rofity,  than  being  obliged  to  difclofe  the  foibles  and  infirmities  of  others  !  yet  a 
concife  and  true  declaration  oi  this  fort,  Harris  and  Rutherford  find  to  be  the  only 
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way  that  can  clear  themfclves  and  others,  from  the  imputation  Colman  has  no  lefs 
artfully  than  wickedly  put  upon  them.  The  uncommon  effrontery  Colman  has 
exhibited  in  making  a  fuppofed  partiality  to  a  certain  a&refs,  his  great  plea  of 
complaint,  and  even  carrying  his  aflurance  to  fuch  a  height,  as  to  fummons  the 
friends  of  Harris  and  Rutherford,  with  others  who  were  Grangers  to  them,  and 
then  wickedly  depending  on  alarming  and  frightening  them  with  falfe  accounts  of 
their  conduct  refpecYing  the  above  lady,  the  narrators  hope  will  be  deemed  a  fuffi- 
cient  occafion  for  their  fetting  that  affair  in  a  clear  light. — Colman  had  conceived 
a  violent  pique  and  refentment  again  ft  the  above  mentioned  aclrefs,  the  caufe  of 
which  fhall  not  be  here  related  ;  but  whilft  others  are  conjecturing,  Colman  muft 
burn  with  fhamc,  as  that  lady's  conduct  had  ever  been  moft  unexceptionable  in 
the  theatre.  Harris  and  Rutherford  could  not  help  frequently  expoftulating  on  the 
injuries  he  delighted  to  inflict  on  her;  in  particular,  although  the  whole  theatre 
deemed  her,  as  the  company  then  flood,  [Mrs.  Yates  being  not  then  engaged)  the 
propereft  perfon  to  have  the  part  of  Imogen  in  the  play  of  Cymbeline:  yet  he, 
(Colman)  at  once  to  gratify  his  refentment  to  her,  his  luff,  of  acting  contrary  to 
the  opinion  of  Harris  and  Rutherford,  and  his  fpirit  of  gallantry,  infifted  moft 
heartily,  that  that  character  fhould  be  given  to  a  certain  young  adlrefs  j  but  with 
much  ado  he  was  fhamed  from  his  purpofe,  and  he  pledged  his  honour,  that  the 
firft  mentioned  lady  fhould  have  the  character. — It  may  not  be  improper  to  re- 
mark here,  that  after  Mrs.  Yates  was  engaged,  it  was  univerfally  acknowledged, 
that  no  perfen  in  our  company  could  ftand  in  competition  with  her  for  that  cha- 
racter.— Yet,  after  the  conceffions  that  were  made  by  Colman,  November  the 
2d,  and  the  reconciliation  that  enfued,  it  was  agreed  by  all  parties,  that  as  Colmzn 
had  abfurdly  made  that  play  a  matter  of  difpute,  it  fhould  be  laid  afide,  and  not 
^ot  ready  for  exhibition,  until  approved  by  Harris  and  Rutherford  ;  but  notwith- 
standing that,  he  has  fince,  viz.  on  the  day  of  thought  proper 
to  perform  it  in  oppofition  to  their  written  difapprobation. 

44  On   the  day  of  Colman   took   upon   him,    without  the 

knowledge  or  confent  of  Harris  and  Rutherford,  to  contrail  with  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Yates  as  players,  viz.  Mrs.  Yates  at  500  1.  per  annum,  and  Mr.  Yates  at  10  1. 
a  week,  with  benefits. — Though  the  merit  of  thefe  two  performers  would  at  firft 
fight  induce  one  to  think,  that  this  ftep,  though  irregular,  was  for  the  intereft  of 
the  proprietors,  yet,  in  fa£t,  it  has  turned  out  very  much  the  reverfe;  nay,  it  had 
been  viewed  in  that  light  three  or  four  days  before  by  all  the  proprietors,  who 
jointly  declared  their  fentiments  againft  fuch  a  ftep. — Colman  engaging  them  in 
this  clandeftine  manner  may  be  accounted  for  from  the  following  motives  : — Firft, 
being  very  avaricious,  and  Powell  and  himfelf  being  in  perfedt  collufion  from  firft 
to  laft,  he,  by  giving  500  1.  to  Mrs.  Yates,  made  an  addition  to  Powell's  falary  of 
100  I.  per  annum  :  and  again,  by  doing  an  adf  of  fo  much  confequence,  without 
the  knowledge  of  Harris  and  Rutherford,  and  even  againft  their  confent ;  he  there- 
by meant  to  prove  to  the  whole  theatre,  that  he  could  and  would  a£t  without 
confulting  or  regarding  them ;  and,  in  confequence,  expofe  Harris  and  Rutherford  to 
<ierifion.  f  hat  this  was  a  powerful  motive,  was  plain  from  his  immediate  fubfequent 
boaftings — *'  That  he  had  made  this  engagement  on  his  own  authority." — The 
real  lofs  fuftained  by  this  meafure  cannot  be  eftimatcd  at  lefs  than  1500  1.  which 
may  be  thus  made  appear  :  The  falaries  of  capital  performer?,  that  were  before  en- 
gaged, aad  now  rendered  ufelefs,  the  addition  of  Powell's  falary,    the  incredible 
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expence  of  drefies  for  Mrs.  Yates  i— — add  to  this,  a  lofs  which  has  been  exceedingly 
heavy,  though  it  cannot  be  afcertained,  incurred  by  Colman's  neglecting  his  duty 
in  reviewing  and  getting  up  all  other  plays,  except  thofe  in  which  the  two  above- 
mentioned  performers,  and  William  Powell,  had  capital  characters  ;  endeavouring 
by  fuch  molt  unjuftifiable  means,  to  give  colour  and  fancYion  to  the  ftep  he  had 
taken. 

*f  1  he  following  is  a  proof  of  the  glaring  degree  to  which  Colman  and  Powell  car- 
ried their  collufion.  At  a  meeting,  on  or  about  the  20th  of  November  laft,  between 
all  the  four  parties,  Colman  propofed  taking  out  of  the  treafury  a  fum  from  64  to 
70I.  on  account  of  the  infertion  of  a  iew  lines  in  the  Rehearfal,  and  his  propofed 
alterations  of  King  Lear;  to  all  which  Powell  concurred  immediately,  and  warm- 
ly; but  Karris  and  Rutherford  remonftrated,  that  it  would  he  more  proper  to  take 
the  money  after  the  tragedy  was  produced.  Yet,  notwithftanding,  Colman  did 
takeout  of  the  treafury  that  fum,  between  64.  and  70I-  fince  which  Harris  and 
Rutherford  have  neither  feen  nor  heard  of  the  play.  At  the  very  fame  meeting, 
Powell,  notwithftanding  his  articles  to  the  contrary,  earneftly  Infilled  on  the  equity 
of  his  having  the  benefit  arifirrg  from  fome  one  night,  on  account  of  his  not  going 
to  Briilol  theatre  in  the  enfuing  fummer;  to  which  propofal  Colman  immediately 
and  warmly  concurred.  At  length,  to  avoid  difpute,  Harris  and  Rutherford  con- 
sented that  Powell  mould  go  to  Briftol  theatre,  but  Colman  refufed;  notwithftand- 
ing he  urged  the  propriety  of  giving  him  a  benefit,  and  flew  into  a  great  heat  and 
paffion  becaufe  Harris  and  Rutherford  would  not  confent  to  it. 

"  What  aggravates,  to  Harris  and  Rutherford,  the  very  extraordinary  expenses 
for  drefTes,  &c.  is,  that  Colman  has  taken  upon  him,  with  fome  finifter  view  or 
other,  to  depofit  a  great  part  of  the  wardrobe,  amounting  to  a  very  large  fum,  ia 
the'houfe  of  Mr.  Powell,  inftead  of  the  place  appointed  for  that  purpofe  in  the 
theatre;  and  Powell,  in  the  moft  infulting  termsj  refufes  to  bring  them  to  the  pro- 
per place,  though  applied  to  by  letter. 

i*  Through  Mr.  Colman's  ill  conduct,  in  the  management  of  the  theatre,  in 
meafures  purfued  without  the  knowledge,  or  againft  the  confent,  of  Harris  and 
Rutherford,  they  verily  believe  a  lofs  not  lefs  than  3,500!.  has  been  fuftained  ; 
which  fum  will  not  appear  extraordinary,  to  thofe  who  know  the  very  large  receipts 
and  d;fburfements  of  a  theatre,  and  which  altogether  depend  on  the  management 
thereof.     . 

"  It  is  not  fo  much  the  abovementioned  loffes  that  alarm  Harris  and  Rutherford, 
as  that  they  plainly  perceive  the  ultimate  views  of  Colman  and  Powell  to  be  their 
total  exclulion,  which  they  purpofe  to  bring  about,  by  fetting  them,  Harris  and 
Rutherford,  at  fo  great  a  diftance,  and  keeping  thsm  fo  ignorant  of  their  own  af- 
fairs, that  they  may  not  be  able  to  fee  through  the  future  operations  of  Colman 
and  Powell ;  and  which  will  unqueftionably  be  directed  for  the  purpofe  of  their 
private  emolument. 

"  From  the  foregoing  cafe,  how  very  unjuftifiable  the  behaviour  of  Colman  and 
Powell  is,  in  perfifting  (in  defpite  of  honour  and  honefty,  and  the  known  original 
intentions  of  Harris  and  Rutherford,  and  their  prefent  fubfifting  articles)  to  mi/- 
manage   their  property,  every  reader  is  left  to  determine." 

On  Monday,  January  25,  the  Prompter  of  the  Theatre,  a  very  honeft 
and  intelligent  man,  who  thought  himfelf  a  party  aggrieved  by  that 

pace 
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part  of  the  paper  which  related  to  a  certain  young  aflrefs,  waited  on 
Meff.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  who  both  difclaimed  any  knowledge  of 
fuch  a  paper  having  been  expofed  till  within  two  hours  before  that  in- 
flant  •,  adding,  however,  that  they  could  eafily  conjecture  the  quarter  from 
which  it  proceeded^  and  fecming  to  afcribe  the  publication  of  it  to  the  intempe- 
rate zeal  of  fome  particular  friend.  Upon  their  exprefling  a  defire  to  lee 
the  paper,  the  Prompter  produced  a  copy  of  it ;  which  Mr.  Rutherford 
turned  over  with  much  apparent  eagernefs  and  curiofity,  and  joined  with 
Mr.  Harris  in  a  requett  that  it  might  be  left  in  their  hands.  It  was  fo, 
and  the  Prompter  departed  ;  but  not  without  previoufly  declaring,  that, 
fince  the  Paper  did  not  appear  to  have  their  fanciion,  he  hoped  they  would 
not  be  offended,  if  he  took  every  occafion  of  testifying  his  contempt 
and  deteftation  of  that  part  of  it,  which  was  relative  to  a  certain  young 
aclrefs. 

Within  lefs  than  an  hour  after  this  interview  were  received,   by   the 
feveral  perfons  to  whom  they  were  addreffed,  the  two  following  Letters  : 

To  George  Colman,  Efq.  and  W.  Powell,  Efq. 

"  Gentlemen^  Monday  25th  Jan.  1768.    One  o'Clock. 

w  THIS  inftant  we  are  inform'd  of  a  paper  having  lain  for  publick  infpe&ion 
at  Slaughter's  CofFee-houfe  ever  fince  Saturday  morning.  We  think  it  proper  to  in- 
form you,  that  we  were  greatly  furprized  at  the  above  information,  being  intirely 
ignorant  that  fuch  a  paper  was  left  there,  until  now  acquainted  therewith.     Are, 

Gentlemen,  Your  humble  Servants, 

T.    HARRIS. 
J.    RUTHERFORD.*1 

To  the  Majler  of  Slaughter'*  Coffee -Houfe. 
"SIR, 

"  I  AM  aftoniflied  to  hear  you  have  expofed  a  paper  (indorfed  "  A  narrative  of 
tranfa£tions  relative  to  Covent  Garden  theatre")  that  was  by  accident  left  on  Satur 
day  morning  on  one  of  your  tables. 

"  You  are  required  immediately  to  feal  it  up,  and  fend  it  by  the  bearer. 

Your  humble  fervant, 
Surry  Street,  Monday  morning,  Jan.  stjth.  T.    H  A  R  R  I  S." 

On  the  fame  day,  and  the  next  morning,  the  following  notes  pafled 
between  Mrs.  Yates  and  Mr.  Harris  : 

"  MRS.  Yates  prefents  her  compliments  to  Meff.  Harris  and  Rutherford.  She 
has  feen  a  copy  of  a  paper  in  their  names  left  on  the  table  of  a  Coffee-houfe,  where- 
in they  are  pleas'd  to  complain  of  heavy  lofles  fuftained  in  confequence  of  her  en- 
gagement at  Covent- Garden.  She  begs  to  know  whether  it  has  their  fandtion  j 
becaufe,  if  it  has,  Mrs.  Yate8>  injuftice  to  herfelf,  will  give  it  a  publick  anfwer  : 

if, 
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if,  on  the  other  hand,  fome  bufy  meddling  fcribbler  has   made  free  with  their 
names,  fhe  will  treat  it  with  the  moft  filent  contempt." 
Monday,  Jan.  25th,  King-ftreet,  Covent-Garden. 

"  MR.  Harris  prefents  his  compliments  to  Mrs.  Yates  :  flatters  himfelf  no  one 
but  the  enemies  of  Mr.  Rutherford  and  Mr.  Harris,  or  thofe  to  whom  they  are  en- 
tirely unknown,  can  pretend  to  fuppofe  them  capable  of  fo  very  mean  an  action 
as  to  fubmit  a  cafe  in  which  they  were  any  ways  concerned,  to  the  opinion  of  a 
Coffee-room." 

Surry-ftreet,  Tuefday  morning,  26th  January. 

The  fame  evening  Mr.  Harris  told  the  Prompter,  that  it  was  hoped 
he  would  not  be  too  violent  or  acrimonious  in  his  language  concerning 
the  written  paper  left  at  Slaughter's ;  for  although  Mr.  Rutherford  and 
himfelf  utterly  difclaimed  the  circulation  of  it,  yet  as  malevolent  per- 
fons  would  undoubtedly  attribute  it  to  them,  fuch  language  from  him 
would  be  confidered  as  an  indirect  affront  to  themfelves. 

The  next  morning,  January  26,  the  following  Advertifement  appeared 
in  the  Publick  Advertifer  and  the  Gazetteer  : 

"  A  WRITTEN  paper,  wherein  our  names  were  inferted,  having  been  ex- 
hibited at  Slaughter's  Coffee- houfe,  we  think  it  neceffary  to  declare,  that  it  was 
done  without  our  confent  or  knowledge. 

T.  HARRIS. 

J.  RUTHERFORP." 

N.  B.  This  was  alfo  in  Publick  Advertifer  of  26th  January. 

On  perufing  the  above  Advertifement  we  fent  them  the  following 
Letter  : 

To  J.  Rutherford,  Efq.  andT.  Harris,  Efq. 

"  Gentlemen,  Jan.  26th,  1768. 

•*  WE  are  very  glad  to  find  that  you  have  thought  proper  publicly  to  declare 
the  written  paper,  fo  injurious  to  our  characters,  was  exhibited  at  Slaughter's 
coffee-houfe  without  your  knowledge  or  confent ;  but  we  could  wifli,  that  you  had, 
at  the  fame  time,  difavowed  being  the  authors  of  it;  for  if  you  do  not  difclaim  that 
alfo,  it  is  a  matter  of  great  indifference  to  us,  whether  it  was  circulated  by  your- 
felves  or  your  friends.  We  think  it  incumbent  on  you  to  add  fuch  a  declaration 
to  your  advertifement,  as  otherwife,  we  muft  ftill  confider  the  paper  as  coming  di- 
rectly or  indire&ly  from  yourfelves.  We  are,  &e. 

G.  COLMAN. 
W.  POWELL." 

To 
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To  this  Letter  we  received  the  next  day  the  following  anfwer  : 

To  G.  C.  and  W.  P.  Efqs. 
w  Gentlemen-, 

M  YOU  are  in  an  error  if  you  imagine  the  advertifdv.ent  we  publifhed  was  in- 
tended for  any  other  purpofe,  than  to  contradict  the  inhnuations  which  wc  heard 
had  been  thrown  out,  that  we  were  the  circulators  of  the  paper  exhibiteJ  at  Sl.iu»h- 
tet's  coffee-houfe,  which  we  neither  were  directly  or  indirectly. 

**  Whenever  we  think  proper  to  acknowledge  ourfelves  the  authors 'of  any  pro- 
duction, it  will  be  from  the  fuggeftionc  of  our  own  minds,  and  not  at  the  requifi- 
tion  of  any  man  whatfoever.  We  are,  Gentlemen,  yours,  &c. 

Rurry-ftreet,  Wed.  morn.  T.  HARRIS. 

Jan.  27th,  1768.  J.RUTHERFORD." 

In  the  Gazetteer  and  Publick  Advertifer  of  the  fame  day  appeared  this 
Advertifement : 

Speedily  will  be  publi/h3d9 

"  A  TRUE  ftate  of  the  differences  fubfifting  between  the  proprietors  of  C.  G. 
Theatre,  in  anfwer  to  a  falfe,  fcandalous,  and  malicious  libel,  highly  injurious  to 
the  characters  of  Meff.  Powell  and  Colman,  exhibited  on  Saturday,  Jan.  23d,  and 
the  two  following  days,   at  Slaughters  Coffee- houfe,  in  St.  Martin's-lane. 

By    GEORGE    COLMAN." 

In  the  fame  papers  of  the  next  morning  appeared  the  following : 

««  GREAT  enquiries  having  been  made  after  the  Author  of  a  paper  left  by  ac- 
cident at  Slaughter's  Coffee-houfe  on  Saturday  laft,  any  perfon  who  has  pubJickly 
exprefled  himfelf  to  have  been  injured  by  the  exhibition  of  that  paper,  may  receive 
information  concerning  the  Author,  by  applying  to  either  of  us. 

T.  HARRIS,  Suny-ftreet. 

J.  RUTHERFORD,   Newman-ftreet." 

In  confequence  of  the  above  Advertifement  Mr.  Bury,  an  attorney  of 
King's-Bench- Walks,  Temple,  waited  on  Mr.  Harris  from  us,  for  the 
information  promifed  in  the  advertifement  concerning  the  author ;  againit 
whom  (he  told  Mr.  Harris)  he  had  orders  to  commence  a  profecution. 
To  this  Mr.  Harris  replied,  that  Mr.  Bury  did  not  come  within  the 
defcription  of  the  advertifement,  and  that  neither  himfelf  nor  Mr.  Ruther- 
ford could  give  an  anfwer  to  any  pe.rfon's  attorney.    ' 

The  fame  day,  an  hour  or  two  after,  Mr.  Bury  waited  on  Mr.  Harris 
a  fecond  time,  and  delivered  the  following  Letter : 

To  J.  Rutherford,  and  T.  Harris,  Efqrs. 
"  Gentlemen, 
44  WE  have puklickly  exprejfed  our/elves  to  have  been  injured  by  the  libellous  paper 
left  at  Slaughter's  coffee-houfe;  we  now  apply  to  you  for  the  information  you  have 
10  day  promifed  by  publick  advertifement  concerning  the  author. 

G.    COLMAN. 
W.    P  O  W  E  L  L." 
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At  this  interview  another  gentleman,  whom  Mr.  Bury  fuppofed  to  be 
Mr.  Rutherford,  was  prefent.  This  application,  however,  proved  as 
fruitlefs  as  the  former.  Mr.  Harris  faid  that  they  could  fend  no  written 
anfwer,  nor  any  verbal  mefiage  :  and  upon  being  afked  what  was  the  in- 
tention of  their  advertifement,  again  replied,  that  they  could  fend  no 
written  anfwer,  nor  any  verbal  mefTage.  Mr.  Bury  then  obferved,  that 
Mr.  Powell  and  Mr.  Colman  had  publickly  declared  themfehes  to  have  been 
injured  by  the  paper-,  and  afked  if  thofe  gentlemen,  on  a  perfonal  appli- 
cation to  them,  (MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford)  might  receive  the  infor- 
mation promifed  in  the  advertifement.  Mr.  Harris  replied,  that  they 
could  fend  no  other  anfwer  than  what  he  hadjuft  before  given. 

Upon  enquiry  after  the  manner  in  which  the  Paper  came  to  be  ex- 
hibited at  Slaughter's  Coffee-houfe,  the  fact  ftands  thus. 

On  Saturday,  January  23,  about  noon,  as  Mr.  Julliott,  ofHenrietta- 
ftreet,  apothecary,  was  fitting  in  a  box  at  Slaughter's  Coffee-houfe, 
reading  the  news-papers,  two  young  gentlemen  entered  the  room,  and 
defired  to  pafs  him.  They  patted  him,  and  fat  down  in  the  fame  box. 
After  fome  time  they  pulled  out  a  book  and  a  written  paper,  and  called 
for  pen  and  ink.  The  bar-maid  afked,  if  they  did  not  want  any  paper? 
They  replied  in  the  negative,  and  ufed  the  pen  and  ink  in  making  infer- 
tions  or  erafements,  or  both,  in  the  manufcript  which  they  hadjuft  be- 
fore produced.  In  about  a  quarter  of  an  hour  they  departed  •,  and  Mr. 
Julliott,  after  having  fufficiently  amufed  himfelf  with  the  news-papers, 
happened  to  caft  his  eye  on  the  manufcript,  which  lay  on  the  table.  Ac 
firft  he  thought  it  might  have  been  by  accident  left  there  ♦,  but  feeing  it 
indorfed,  "  A  Narrative  of  Tranfaclions  relative  to  Covent-Garden- 
Theatre,"  took  it  for  granted,  from  the  title,  that  it  was  left  there  for 
general  inflection,  and  accordingly  made  no  fcruple  to  examine  the  con- 
tents of  it  ;  on  perufal  of  which  he  told  the  fervant  in  the  bar,  that  it  re- 
lated to  the  difputes  among  the  Covent-Garden  Managers ;  and  that  he 
fuppofed  that  the  two  Gentlemen  who  hadjuft  left  the  room,  were  no 
ether  than  MelT.  Rutherford  and  Harris. 

Mr.  Julliott  does  not  recollect  that  the  Paper  was  alfo  indorfed,  "  For 
the  ule  of  the  Gentlemen  of  Slaughter's  Coffee-houfe,"  at  the  time  that 
he  faw  it.  Mr.  Piefton,  the  mafter  of  the  Coffee-houfe,  is  confident 
that  neither  he,  nor  any  of  his  people,  to  the  beft  of  his  knowledge  or  be- 
lief, added  thofe  words ;  and  a  gentleman  (whofe  name  will  be  mentioned 
if  the  fact  is  difputed)  who  perufed  the  paper  about  two  o'clock  the  fame 
day,   well  remembers  that  it  was  then  fo  indorfed. 

It  has  been  contended  that  this  Paper  was  nothing  more  than  the 
heads  of  a  Law-Cafe,  left  by  accident  on  a  Coffee-houfe  table.  The  fub- 
flance  of  it  may  have  been,  and  I  believe  has  been,  laid  before  Counfel ; 

C  but 
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but  the  very  form  of  ir,  as  it  now  ftands,  pronounces  it  to  have  been 
drawn  up  with  another  view.  Be  that  as  it  may,  it  lay  for  three  days  toge- 
ther in  the  Coffee-room,  as  common  and  publick  as  the  Daily  Advertiser; 
fo  that  the  characters  or'  the  parties  vilified  were  equally  injured,  whether 
it  was  left  there  by  accident  ordefign.  We  have  (tiled  this  paper  tw  a  ralle, 
fcandalous,  and  malicious  libel."  We  repeat  thofe  expreflions,  confident 
that  every  difpafiionate  reader  of  the  following  narrative  will  afient  to  the 
juftice  and  propriety  of  the  terms  in  which,  we  have  fpoken  of  the  .faper. 
The  charges  of  collufion  and  fraud  affect  us  too  deeply  to  be  mentioned 
without  fome  emotion.  As  to  the  virulence  and  malignity  of  the  (tile, 
and  the  words  "  effrontery,"  u  affurance,"  "  void  of  honour  and  honeffy," 
&c.  dec.  we  take  them  from  whence  they  come,  and  confider  them  as 
mere  paper  and  packthread  to  make  up  the  parcel  of  icandal.  The 
expreflions  of  contempt  thrown  on  us  on  aecoUBt  of  fnppofed  talents, 
which  we  ihould  be  proud  to  poffcfs>  give  us  no  pain  ;  and  we  look  on 
the  terms  William  Powell  the  Player,  and  George  Colman  a  Drama  tick  Au- 
thor, as  mere  words  of  courfe,  like  John  Rutherford,  and  Thomas  Harris, 
Efquires. 

Confcious  of  the  integrity  of  my  actions,  and  that  the  more  my  con- 
duel:  was  known  to  the  world,  the  more  fully  ic  would  be  juftified,  I 
have  in  fome  peeviffi  moments,  when  provoked  to  the  uttermoft,  threat- 
ened to  appeal  to  the  Publick-,  but  on  cooler  reflection  was  always  averle 
to  fuch  a  proceeding  •,  and  it  is  not  without  the  greateft  regret  that  I  am 
now  driven  to  publifh  letters,  and  lay  open  converfation.  The  reader 
indeed  will  immediately  perceive  that  they  are  not  fuch  as  pafs  between 
friend  and  friend  •,  or,  if  they  were,  that  I  have  not  been  the  aggrefibr  in 
this  inftance.  My  letters  have  been  Submitted  by  my  profeft  adverfaries 
to  Counfel,  and  the  moft  cafual  expreflions  dropt  carelefsly  in  the  flow  of 
table-talk  have  been  urged  againft:  me  as  folemn  refolutions.  Thefe  very 
letters  and  converfations  are  alfo  the  bafis  of  the  black  charges  brought 
againft  me  ;  fo  that  I  do  but  meet  the  Libeller  on  his  own  ground  ;  on 
which,  if  he  ufes  the  arms  of  Falfhood  for  the  attack,  I  have  certainly  a 
right  to  have  recourfe  to  Truth  for  my  fhield, 


A    TRUE 
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TRUE    STATE,    &c. 


ABOUT  the  latter  endoflaft  March,  Mr.  Powell  defired  to  fpeak 
with  me  on  particular  bufinefs,  and  acquainted  me  that  a  couple 
of  gentlemen  had  applied  to  him  to  become  a  joint  purchafer 
with  them  of  the  patents,  &c.  of  Covent-Garden  Theatre  -,  that  he  could 
never  think  of  embarking  in  fuch  an  undertaking  with  two  inexperienced 
young  men,  who  perhaps  might  know  but  little  of  the  world,  and  cer- 
tainly could  know  nothing  of  the  internal  management  of  a  Theatre  * 
that  he  had  not  fufficient  confidence  in  his  own  abilities  to  fuppofe  himfelf 
equal  to  the  talk  ♦,  but  that,  if  he  had  my  affiftance,  he  did  not  doubt  of 
fuccefs ;  concluding  with  a  requeft  of  my  permiffion  to  mention  me  to 
the  two  gentlemen,  and  at  the  fame  time  declaring,  that,  unlefs  I  were 
included  in  the  treaty,  he  mould  decline  the  propofal,  fearing  it  might 
terminate  in  his  ruin. 

Mr.  Powell,  with  my  confent,  mentioned  my  name  to  the  gentlemen. 
They  objected  to  taking  in  a  fourth  j  but  Mr.  Powell  declared  his  opi- 
nion, that  they  would  reap  more  profit  from  a  fourth  (hare  with  Mr. 
Colman's  affiftance,  than  from  a  third  without  him. 

A  few  days  after,  on  another  interview  between  Mr.  Powell  and  the 
gentlemen,  they  told  him  that  they  had  confidered  of  his  laft  propofal ; 
in  confequence  whereof  they  had  made  proper  enquiries  concerning  Mr. 
Colman,  and  found  his  acceflion  to  the  partnerfhip  fo  defirable  a  circum- 
ftance,  that  they  returned  Mr.  Powell  many  thanks  for  making  fo  happy 
an  improvement  of  their  plan,  and  defired  to  have  a  meeting  on  the  oc- 
cafion  with  Mr.  Colman  as  foon  as  pofiible. 

C  2  Accord-' 
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Accordingly,  on  the  thirtieth  of  March,  all  the  four  par- 
Mi7C6h7.30,  ties  met  at  Mr-  P°well's.  Mr.  Colman  being  afked  by  Meif. 
Rutherford  and  Harris,  whether  he  had  considered  of  the  af- 
fair which  Mr.  Powell  had  at  their  defire  communicated  to  him,  rephed, 
that  he  thought  himfelf  much  obliged  to  Mr.  Powell  for  his  good  opi- 
nion, but  could  not  think  of  availing  himfelf  of  fuch  a  partiality,  unlefe 
they  concurred  in  Mr.  Powell's  fentiments ;  and  that  if  they  were  not  of 
opinion  that  Mr.  Colman's  advice  and  amftance  were  efTential  to  the  wel- 
fare of  the  undertaking,  he  would  by  no  means  think  of  becoming  a  party 
concerned  merely  from  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Powell.  Their  reply  to 
this  declaration  was  conceived  in  the  mod  handfome  terms ;  and,  to  con- 
vince Mr.  Colman  that  the  many  civil  things  they  faid  on  this  occafion 
were  not  words  of  courfe,  they  afterwards  recurred  to  this  fubject,  and 
repeatedly  afiured  him  of  the  great  value  they  fet  upon  his  acceffion  to 
their  fcheme,  independent  of  every  other  confideration  than  their  tho- 
rough perfuafion  of  the  advantage  that  would  refult  from  it  in  the  fuccefs 
of  the  Theatre.  Being  late,  it  was  agreed,  after  a  fhort  converfation  on 
the  intended  purchafe,  than  the  four  mould  have  a  fecond  meeting  the 
very  next  night,  in  order  to  come  to  a  final  determination,  and  to  enter 
into  articles  of  agreement  among  themfelves  concerning  the  purchafe. 
Juft  before  their  parting,  Mr.  Colman,  addrefiing  MefT.  Harris  and 
Rutherford,  obferved,  that  managing  a  Theatre  was  like  ftirring  a  fire, 
which  every  man  thought  he  could  do  better  than  any  body  elfe.  •'  Now, 
**  gentlemen,  faid  he,  1  think  I  ftir  a  fire  better  than  any  man  in  England." 
To  this  they  replied,  "  Do  you  manage  ;  let  Mr.  Powell  act ;  all  we 
•'  want  is  to  have  good  intereft  for  our  money." 

The  next  evening  we  met  again  ;  and,  at  the  defire  of  MefT. 
3**  Rutherford  and  Harris,  Mr.  Hutchinfon,  a  gentleman  whom 
they  particularly  recommended  for  his  abilities  and  integrity  in  his  pro- 
feflion,  attended  with  an  inftrument  prepared  for  us  to  fign.  By  this 
agreement,  Meff.  Rutherford  and  Harris  were  empowered  to  treat  for 
the  purchafe  of  the  Theatre,  &c.  at  any  fum  not  exceeding  6o,oool. 
forty  thoufand  to  be  raifed  by  themfelves,  and  twenty  by  Colman 
and  Powell,  whom  they  were  to  affift  with  a  loan  of  5000 1.  each,  to 
make  up  their  proportions  of  the  purchafe-money.  On  Mr.  Hutchin- 
fon's  reading  over  this  inftrument,  when  he  came  to  that  part  of  it 
"wherein  it  was  recited,  that  the  four  parties  Jhould  be  jointly  and  equally 
concerned  in  the  management  of  the  Theatre^  Mr.  Colman  begged  leave  to 
interrupt  him,  and  told  him  it  was  aiettled  point  that  he  (Mr.  Colman) 
was  to  be  inverted  with  the  direction  of  the  Theatre  ;  whereupon,  to  his 
very  great  furprife,  MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford  declared,  that  they 
never  had  the  leaft  intention  of  forming  fuch  an  article  j  that,  as  they  had 

the 


[     '3    ] 

the  turn  of  the  fcalein  the  purchafe-money,  they  could  not  think  of  low- 
ering their  confequence  in  the  purchafe,  &c.  Mr.  Colman  faid,  that  he 
took  it  for  granted  (as  he  moft  certainly  did)  that  this  matter  had  been 
previoufly  underftood  on  all  fides ;  and  that  he  had  plainly  declared  to 
Mr.  Powell,  on  his  firft  application,  that  he  would  never  be  concerned  in 
the  purchafe,  unlefs  he  mould  be  inverted  with  the  theatrical  direction. 
Mr.  Powell  allowed  the  truth  of  this  aflertion,  but  faid  nothing  in  appro- 
bation of  Mr.  Colman' s  claim  of  the  managements  and  MeiT.  Rutherford 
and  Harris,  feeming  fenfible  of  his  fuperior  utility  in  this  province,  but 
unwilling  to  acknowledge  that  fuperiority  under  their  hands,  the  agree- 
ment was  at  laft  figned  by  each  of  the  four  parties,  in  the  form  in  which 
it  had  been  originally  prepared. 

This  tranfaftion  paflTed  on  the  thirty-firft  of  March,  though  the  manu- 
fcript  paper  exhibited  at  Slaughter's,  as  well  as  the  printed  Narrative,  for 
the  fame  purpoles  of  fallacy  that  will  appear  through  the  whole,  place  it 
much  later. 

The  next  morning  I  fet  out  for  Bath,  where  I  remained  till 
the  third  or  fourth  of  May.     In  the  mean  time,  MefT.  Harris       pn 
and  Rutherford  contracted  for  the  purchafe,    depofited    10,000!.    and 
agreed  for  the  payment  of  the  remainder  on  the  enfuing  firft  of  July. 

I  have  been  extremely  particular  in  the  above  relation,  beeaufe  I  am 
refolved  not  to  fupprefs  or  difguife  the  moft  minute  fact,  that  may  feem 
in  the  leaft  favourable  to  MefT.  Rutherford  and  Harris.     For  a  like  rea- 
fon  1  fhall  fupprefs  all  my  reflections  and  refolutions  declared  to  particu- 
lar friends,  till  I  had  the  pleafure  of  feeing  thofe  gentlemen  again,  which 
was  not  till  fome  days  after  my  return  to  town  ;  the  fame  me- 
lancholy occafion  that  fummoned  me  from  Bath  fooner  than  I        1?Y7[ 
propofed,  having  alfo  fecluded  me  from  company.   In  the  mean 
time,  MefT.  Rutherford  and  Harris  expreffed  the  greateft  impatience  for 
an  interview  with  me,  apart  from  Mr.  Powell.     On  the  very  firft  con- 
ference, they  teftified,  in  the  warmeft  terms,  their  earned  defire  that  I 
fhould  be  inverted  with  the  theatrical  direction,  complaining  at  the  fame 
time  of  the  indifcretion  of  Mr.  Powell,  to  whom  they  afcribed  the  noto- 
riety of  our  intended  purchafe,  which  was  now  become  the  common  talk 
of  the  town,  and  our  names  inferred  in  every  news-paper. 

It  is  but  juftice  to  Mr.  Powell  to  declare,  that  it  afterwards  appeared 
that,  from  the  peculiar  circumftances  of  Mr.  Rich's  will,  his  widow 
thought  herfelf  bound  in  honour  to  declare  to  fome  other  candidates  for 
the  purchafe,  that  (he  had  given  notice  to  the  truftees  of  her  having  con- 
tracted for  the  fale.  This  circumftance,  as  well  as  the  neceffary  appli- 
cations by  each  of  the  parties  to  their  friends  for  the  requifite  fum,  tended 
to  make  the  treaty  publick.  One  part  of  Mr.  Powell's  conduct  on  this 
2  occafion, 
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occafior,  though  it  certainly  contributed  to  betray  our  operations,    is 
very  much  to  his  honour,  though  the  written  Narrative,  with  the  fame 
fpirit  of  candour  that  animates  the  whole,  endeavours  to  interpret  it  to 
his  difadvantage,  and  to  tax  him  with  a  Scandalous  breach  of  faith  to  the 
Patentees  of  Drury-Lane   Theatre.      The   truth   is,  that  the   very   day 
after  Melf.  Rutherford  and  Harris  had  applied  to  Mr.  Powell,  he  com- 
municated the  matter  to  Mr.  Lacey,  who  very  kinaly  affured  him  of  his 
beft  wifhes,  and  a  continuance  of  the  fame  friendship  which  he  had  fhewn 
to  Mr.  Powell  on^very  former  occafion.     Mr.  Garrick  was  then  at  Bath. 
In  a  word,  Meflf.  Harris  and  Rutherford   now   infilled  on 
,_6^        the  expediency  of  inverting  Mr.  Colman  with  the  direction  of 
the  Theatre,  and  were  extremely  follicitous  to  fettle  this  point 
before  Mr.  Powell's  fummer-engagements  mould  call  him  out  of  town. 
To  this  end  it  was  propofed,  that  we  mould  each  of  us  confider  of  that 
and  fome  other  neceffary  articles,  and   throw  our  thoughts  concerning 
them  upon  paper.     I  did  fo  •,  and  Mr.  Harris,  in  a  few  days,  took  occa- 
fion to  call  upon  me  one  morning  alone.     I  then  fubmitted  to  him  a  pa- 
per containing  a  fketch  of  fome  articles,  and,  among  the  reft,  one  re- 
lative to  the  management,  which  was  as  follows  : 

**  That  George  Colman  fhall  be  inverted  with  the  theatrical  direc- 
ft  tion,  that  is  to  fay,  the  power  of  engaging  and  difmiffing  actors,  ac- 
"  treffes,  fingers,  dancers,  muficians,  &c.  &c.  of  receiving  or  re- 
<l  jecting  fuch  new  pieces  as  fhall  be  offered  to  the  Theatre  j  of  carting 
"  the  plays  ^  of  appointing  what  plays,  farces,  &c.  fhall  be  performed ; 
M  together  with  the  fole  conduct  of  all  fuch  things  as  are  generally  un- 
"  derftood  to  be  comprehended  under  the  dramatick  and  theatrical  pro- 
*'  vince :  Provided  ahvys  that  the  f aid  George  Colman  Jhall  not  do  any  aft 
<s  contrary  to  the  opinion  0/  any  two  of  the  other  partners  in  writing  ex- 
H  prejfed  :  and  that  if  the  four  partners  fhall  be  equally  divided  in  oprnion^ 
«c  that  the  matter  in  difpute  fhall  be  referred  to  two  arbitrators^  one  for  each 
H  party  •,  and  if  the  fa-id  two  arbitrators  cannot  agree,  that  they  fhall  join  in 
*  -  appointing  one  other  arbitrator ',  whofe  opinion  fhall  be  decijive  and  final" 

On  perufing  the  above  rough  draught  of  an  article,  Mr.  Harris  did 
me  the  honour  to  obferve,  thac  the  footing  on  which  I  was  willing  to  reft 
my  management  was  extremely  generous,  and  agreeable  to  the  candour 
which  I  had  ftiewn  in  my  whole  tranfaction  with  them  •,  but  that  he 
thought  it  neceffary  that  1  fhould  have  mere  power  than  fuch  an  article 
would  give  me  ;  that  he  had  the  greateft  efteem  and  regard  for  his  friend 
Mr.  Rutherford,  whom  he  thought  a  very  honeft,  good-natured  man, 
but  that  there  were  no  two  perions  in  the  world  more  likely  to  differ  in 

opinion 
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opinion  than  himfelf  and  Mr.  Rutherford  ;  (o  that  if*  Mr.  Rutherford  and 
Mr.  Powell  fhould  happen  to  join  in  oppofition  to  any  of  my  meafures, 
an  obftruction  in  the  management  muft  necefTarily  enfue  ;  that  his  bro- 
ther-in-law, Mr.  Longman,  had  told  him,  that  he  and  Mr.  Rutherford 
might  differ,  but  that  he  and  Mr.  Colman  never  could',  he  could  wifh, 
therefore,  that  I  would  agree  to  put  Mr.  Powell  entirely  out  of  tht  ques- 
tion, and  to  place  the  whole  negative  power  in  himlelf  and  Mr.  Ruther- 
ford, and  then  (added  he)  "  You  will  always  befure  of  one  of  us." 

Although  this  fcene  paft  entirely  between  Mr  Harris  and  me,  yet  the 
truth  of  it  does  not  reft  on  my  bare  affertion  ;  for  I  recapitulated  all  thefe 
circumftances  to  Mr.  Harris  fome  weeks  ago  at  the  Theatre,  in  the  pre- 
fence  of  Me/Irs.  Rutherford,  Powell,  and  Hutchinfon.  He  allowed  the 
facts,  but  added,  that  he  had  been  m.iftaken  in  me.  I  returned  him  the 
compliment. 

I  fell  into  the  fnare,  and  faid,  that  if  Mr.  Powell  could  be  prevailed 
on  to  aflent  to  fuch  an  article,  I  had  no  objection  to  it.  Mr.  Rutherford, 
in  this  inftance,  as  in  every  other,  implicitly  fubmitted  to  the  opinion  of 
Mr.  Harris.  Mr.  Powell,  however,  Ihewed  great  repugnance  to  giving 
me  the  direction.  On  my  expoftulating  with  him  alone  on  this  fubject, 
and  reminding  him  of  his  firft  application  to  me,  and  my  declared  refo- 
lutions  at  that  period,  he  frankly  confefTed  that  he  had  been  advifed  to  the 
contrary ;  but  that,  on  reflection,  he  returned  to  his  original  intentions, 
and  was  content  to  put  his  fame  and  fortune  into  my  hands. 

This  is  the  real  hiftory  of  the  article  refpecting  the  manage- 
ment,  which  was  accordingly  figned  by  all  parties  on  the  14th 
of  May,  and  is  as  follows : 

<e  WHEREAS  Thomas  Harris,  John  Rutherford,  George  Colman,  and  William 
Powell,  by  certain  articles  of  agreement,  dated  the  31ft  Day  of  March  laft,  did 
agree  to  purchafe  of  the  Reprefentatives  of  John  Rich,  efq.  deceafed,  two  patents 
for  exhibiting  theatrical  performances,  and  the  feveral  leafes  of  Covent-garden  the- 
atre, and  the  rooms,  buildings,  conveniences,  furniture,  cloaths,  fcenes,  decora- 
tions, mufic,  entertainments,  and  all  things  belonging  to  the  faid  Theatre  j  and 
the  faid  Thomas  Harris  and  John  Rutherford  were  thereby  authorifed  to  treat  for, 
and  purchafe  the  fame,  at  a  ium  not  exceeding  60,000  1.  and  the  purchafe-monev 
was  to  be  advanced  by  the  faid  parties  equally,  and  they  were  to  become  jointly  pof- 
feiTed  of,  and  interefted  in,  the  premiffes  fo  to  bepurchafed,  and  were  to  be  jointly 
and  equally  concerned  in  the  management  of  the  faid  Theatre,  and  were  to  execute 
proper  deeds  and  inftruments  for  that  purpofe,  when  the  faid  purchafe  fhould  be 
completed.  And  whereas  the  faid  Thomas  Harris  and  John  Rutherford  have  ac- 
cordingly contracted  and  agreed  with  the  reprefentatives  of  the  faid  John  Rich,  for 
-the  purchafing  of  the  faid  patents,  kafes,  premiffes,  and  things,  at  and  for  the  fum 
of  60,000  1.  and  fuch  purchafe  is  to  be  completed  on  the  firft  of  July  riexc :  NoW 
tbe  faid  feveral  parties,  having  perufed  and  fully  understanding  the  purport 
and.  contents  of  the  faid  contract,  do  approve  of,  and  confirm  the  fame.  And  hav- 
7  inS 
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ing  alfo,  in  confequence  thereof,  taken  into  their  confiJeratioh  the  Management  of 
the  faid  Theatre,  they  have,  for  the  better  and  more  eafy  conducting  of  the  bufinefs 
thereof,  as  well  as  for  their  joint  and  equal  benefit  and  advantage,  agreed,  and  do 
hereby  mutually  declare  and  agree,  that,  notwithstanding  any  thing  contained  in 
the  faid  agreement  already  made  between  the  faid  parties,  the  faid  George  Colman 
fhall  be  inverted  with  the  Direction  of  the  faid  Theatre  in  the  particulars  following, 
viz.  th#t  he  (hall  have  the  power  of  engaging  and  difmifiing  performers  of  all  kinds ; 
of  receiving  or  rejecting  fuch  new  pieces  as  (hall  be  offered  to  the  faid  theatre,  oc 
the  proprietors  thereof  ;  of  cafting  the  plays  ;  of  appointing  what  plays,  farces,  en- 
tertainments, and  other' exhibitions,  fhall  be  performed  ;  and  of  conducting  all  fuch 
things  as  are  generally  underftood  to  be  comprehended  in  the  dramatic  and  theatri- 
cal province.  And  that  the  faid  Thomas  Harris  and  John  Rutherford  fhall  be  de- 
lired  to  attend  to  the  comptrolment  of  the  Accounts  and  Treafury,  relative  to  the 
faid  theatre.  Provided  always,  and  in  as  much  as  the  faid  Thomas  Harris  and  'John  Ru- 
therford will  have  lei/ure  to  attend  to  the  affairs  of  the  faid  theatre,  and  the  faid  JVilliam 
Powell  is  to  be  engaged  as  an  Aclor  or  Performer  upon  the  Stage  (for  which  purpefe  feparate 
articles  are  intended  to  he  entered  into  between  him  and  the  other  Parties),  in  which  his 
time  and  attention  will  be  chiefly  employed  and  taken  up,  fo  that  he  will  not  be  able  to  apply 
himfelf  in  managing  the  bufinefs  of  the  theatre  ;  it  is  therefore  hereby  further  agreed,  that 
the  faid  George  Colman  Jhall,  from  time  to  time,  and  at  all  times  hereafter,  communicate 
and  fubmit  his  conduct,  and  the  meafures  he  Jhall  intend  to  purfue,  unto  them  the  faid  Tho- 
mas Harris  and  John  Rutherford  ;  and  in  cafe  they  Jhall,  at  any  time,  fignify  their  difap- 
probation  thereof,  in  writings  unto  the  faid  George  Colman,  then  and  in  that  cafe  the  mea- 
sures, fo  difapproved  of,  Jhall  not  be  carried  into  execution,  any  thing  before  contained  to 
the  contrary  thereof  notwithflanding.  Yet,  neverthelefs,  with  rel'pecl  to  the  faid  IVtlliam 
Powell,  it  is  intended  and  agreed,  that  he  Jhall,  at  all  times,  give  his  advice  and  affijlance 
relative  to  any  part  of  the  bufinefs  cf  the  faid  theatre,  when  thereunto  defired  by  the  other 
parties*     Witnefs  the  hands  of  the  faid  parties,  this  14th  day  of  May,   1767. 

TTT.       r  T.  HARRIS, 

Witnefs,  jNO.    RUTHERFORD, 

J  A.    HUTCHINSON.  G.   COLMAN, 

WILL.   POWELL." 

It  was  at  the  time  of  the  above  conference  that  Mr.  Harris  fir  ft  men- 
tioned Mrs.  Lefllngham,  expreffing  his  defire  that  me  might  be  engaged 
at  our  Theatre  ;  but  at  the  fame  time  requefting  that  /  would  not  be 
alarmed  on  this  occafion,  as  he  did  not  wifh  to  have  her  confidered  with 
more  partiality  than  any  other  Performer,  either  in  regard  to  the  allot- 
ment of  Parts,  or  proportion  of  Salary.  I  very  readily  acquiefced  in  re- 
ceiving her,  provided  {he  could,  with  any  propriety,  difentangle  herfelf 
from  her  engagements  at  Drury  Lane  ;  and  even  declared  a  propenfity  to 
Ihew  her  any  reafonable  partiality,  which  I  did  not  doubt  was  all  that 
would  be  required. 

M      1  On    the   28th  of  May    was  figned   another  Article,  chiefly 

relative   to  Mr.  Powell's  engagement  as  a  Performer,  of  which 

triors  ihall  be  faid  in  the  fequel.     By  the  fame  Article  it  was  alfo  agreed, 

ROj     of  the  parties  mould  be  concerned  in  any  other  Theatre  •,  and 

that 
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that  any  of  them  producing  any  new  Piay,  Farce,  Entertainment,  or  other 
exhibition,  or  any  alteration  of  an  old  Play,  Farce,  &c.  fhould  have 
the  common  emoluments  accruing  to  Authors  from  fuch  productions, 
exclufive  of  the  other  parties. 

On  the  flrft  of  July  the  contract  with  Mr.  Rich's  executors 
was  compleated,  and  the  money  then  paid;  but  in  order  to  ef-  y  * 

fe<5t  the  purchafe,  the  fum  of  Fifteen  Thoufand  Pounds  had  been  bor- 
rowed, viz.  Six  Thoufand  for  Mr.  Rutherford,  Five  for  Mr.  Colman,  and 
Four  for  Mr.  Powell;  for  fecuring  which  fum  of  Fifteen  Thoufand  Pounds 
the  three  fourth  fhares  of  Meflrs.  Rutherford,  Harris,  and"  Colman,  were 
mortgaged,  Mr.  Powell  having  made  over  the  firfl:  claim  on  the  whole  of  his 
fhare  to  the  perfon  of  whom  he  had  borrowed  the  other  Eleven  Thoufand 
of  his  proportion  of  the  purchafe.  By  this  account  it  will  appear,  that 
Meffrs.  Harris  and  Rutherford  were  not  called  upon  to  make  good  their 
original  contract ;  that  Mr.  Powell  raifed  One  Thoufand  Pounds  more 
than  his  contracl:  required  ;  that  Mr.  Colman  was  not  obliged  to  them, 
directly  or  indirectly,  for  a  fingle  (hilling ;  that  he  was  a  joint  lecurity  with 
them  for  the  Four  Thoufand  advanced  to  Mr.  Powell ,  and  that  Mr. 
Colman  raifed,  independent  of  the  patent  fecurity,  One  Thoufand 
Pounds  more  than  Mr.  Rutherford,  who  brought  but  Nine  Thoufand 
into  the  common  ftock  to  Mr.  Colman's  Ten.  It  will  fcarcely  be  con- 
tended that  Mr.  Colman  could  not  raife  5000 1.  on  his  fhare  ;  at  lead  it 
cannot  be  urged  with  a  good  grace  by  Meats.  Harris  and  Rutherford, 
who  often  affured  him  how  much  more  eafily  the  money  was  raifed  by 
the  ufe  of  his  name  :  not  that  thefe  particulars  would  be  worth  mention- 
ing, if  it  were  not  to  fhew  that  there  is  not  the  moft  minute  circumftance 
in  this  whole  tranfaction,  wherein  the  writer  of  the  libellous  Narrative  has 
not  attempted  to  deceive. 

The  purchafe  being  completed,  Mr.  Powell,  who  came  up 
to  town  on  purpofe  to  fign  the  writings,  returned  to  Briftol ;  ^  y" 
and  Meffrs.  Rutherford  and  Harris  fetout  on  a  tour  of  pleafure  to  Buxton, 
Matlock,  Harrowgate,  &c.  leaving  all  the  care  of  preparing  the  Houfe 
and  Company  for  the  enfuing  feafon  to  Mr.  Colman.  Before  their  depar- 
ture Mr.  Colman  mewed  Mr.  Harris  a  paper  containing  a  fketch  of  the 
alterations  then  propofed  in  the  Company,  and  lamented  the  want  of  his 
and  Mr.  Rutherford's  and  Mr.  Powell's  affiftance  and  advice  in  the  courfe 
of  his  future  operations  during  the  fummer ;  on  which  occafion  Mr.  Har- 
ris, with  much  politenefs  and  apparent  fincerity,  replied,  that  it  was  of 
no  confequence,  (ince  they  fhould  have  nothing  to  do  but  to  approve 
what  he  propofed. 

The  many  cares  attending  my  new  fituatton  are  not  eafily 
imagined  i  but  I  was  embarked  on  a  fea  of  troubles,  and  was       ^uy*    • 
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refolved  to  make  way,  if  poflible,  with  chearfulnefs  and  refolution.  Af- 
ter a  moft  laborious  and  unwearied  attention  to  the  bufinefs  of  the  The- 
atre for  fix  orfeven  weeks,  having  fettled  tvery  thing  in  the  beft  manner  I 
was  able,  I  went  down  to  Briftol,  and  communicated  all  my  proceedings 
to  Mr.  Powell,  who  expreffed  great  fatisfaction  at  the  meafures  I  had 
taken*  In  about  three  weeks  1  returned  to  London,  expecting  to  meet 
the  two  other  gentlemen  returned  from  the  North,  and  to  find  them  in  the 
fame  good  humour  which  they  maintained  before  they  fet  out. 

In  this,  however,  I  was  cruelly  deceived.  They  received  me 
in  tke  coldeft  manner,  and  inftead  of  feeming  ienfible  of  the 
trouble  I  had  taken,  broke  out  into  complaints  of  their  not  having  been 
made  duly  acquainted  with  all  my  proceedings.  The  only  material  fteps 
I  had  taken,  were  the  receiving  a  Comedy  of  Dr.  Goldfmith,  and  making 
an  engagement  with  Mr.  Macklin  \  neither  of  which,  efpecially  the 
latter,  I  mould  have  done  merely  on  my  own  judgment,  had  it  not  been 
almoft  next  toimpofiible  to  have  obtained  their  opinion-,  as  their  motions 
were  quite  uncertain,  and  I  never  received  a  letter  from  either  of  them, 
till  a  few  days  before  I  went  to  Briftol.  Of  thefe  meafures,  however, 
they  declared  their  entire  approbation  •,  but  before  we  parted,  Mr.  Ruther- 
ford took  a  frefh  occafion  to  differ  with  me,  and  rendered  a  very  trivial 
concern  a  matter  of  great  importance,  by  peremptorily  infifting  that  the  ar- 
rangements which  1  had  made  in  that  inftance  mould  not  be  purfued. 
"What  rendered  this  unexpected  oppofition  the  more  mocking  to  me,  was, 
that  it  was  introduced  by  obfervations  rather  unfavourable  to  the  reft  of 
my  conduct,  for  which  1  was  weak  enough  to  expect  a  very  different  re- 
turn. Mr.  Rutherford  continued  to  infifi  on  my  waving  the  point,  which 
at  that  time  was  not  only  unadvifable,  but  impracticable.  I  profefled, 
therefore,  that  I  (hould  moft  fteadily  adhere  to  it ;  and  on  thofe  terms  we 
parted. 

•It  is  but  juftice  to  Mr.  Harris  to  declare,  that  he  acted  with  the  utmoft 
candour  on  this  occafion.  He  undertook  to  be  a  mediator,  and  ufed  every 
method  to  conciliate  the  mind  of  each  party.  At  length  Mr.  Rutherford 
Was  prevailed  on  to  wave  his  oppofition,  by  the  interpofition  of  his  friend, 
and  the  following  letter  from  me. 

"  Dear  Sir, 

u  WARM  as  I  am,  I  can  fee  and  feel  the  impropriety  of  it  in  myfelf,  as  well 
as  in  others  j  and  I  do  allure  you,  that  I  have  entirely  forgot  any  little  afperities  on 
your  part,  and  am  moft  heartily  forry  for  whatever  might  have  the  air  of  violence  on 
mine.  Any  arguments  in  favour  of  the  contefted  point,  arifing  from  confiderations 
of  generofity,  prudence,  or  neceflity,  I  leave  to  your  cool  reflection  ;  and  I  now  re- 
queft  it  as  a  favour,  that  all  which  hath  pafled  on  this  fub"ject,  may  be  buried  in  fi- 
knce  and  objivipn  j  and  that  you  will  give  a  chsaiful  affent  to  the  meafure,  if  it  be 

for 
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for  no  other  reafon  than  merely  to  oblige  your  friend,  who  will  lay  hold  of  every  ooh 
cafion  to  convince  you,  that  he  is,  with  the  utmoft  regard  and  efteem,  dear.  Sir, 

Your  moft  affectionate  humble  fervant, 
Sept.  8,  1767.  G.    COL  MAN. 

To  J.  Rutherford,  Efq. 

The  charges  of  my  forbidding  them  the  ftage  on  the  firfl  rehearfal, 
and  neglecting  to  introduce  them  to  the  performers,  if  they  did  not  be- 
tray a  ftrange  difpofition  to  jealoufy  and  ill  humour,  would  fcarce  deferve 
notice.  All  I  can  fay  is,  that  I  never  intended  to  give  them  the  leaft 
offence,  or  to  be  deficient  in  any  due  attention  to  them  •,  nor  aid  they 
themfelves  at  that  time  feem  to  entertain  fuch  fufpicions  :  for  it  was  on 
the  ftage  that  Mr.  Rutherford  and  I  firft  met  after  the  above  little  dif- 
ference :  it  was  on  the  ftage  that  he  took  me  by  the  hand,  affuring  me 
that  he  was  perfectly  fatisfied,  and  how  ardently  he  defired  the  continua- 
tion of  a  good  underftanding  between  us  :  to  which  I  was  fo  fincerely 
inclined,  that  I  concealed  the  whole  tranfaction  from  Mr.  Powell  •,  and 
the  curtain  drew  up  on  the  14th  of  September,  with  feeming  content  on 
all  fides,  and  the  moft  entire  harmony  in  the  cabinet  of  the  four  kings  of 
Brentford. 

The  above  difference,  however,  proved  to  be  a  prologue  to 
the  fcenes  of  difputes  that  were  to  fucceed.  A  day  or  two  after 
our  opening  the  Theatre,  I  found  the  two  gentlemen  there  together,  and 
Mr.  Harris,  to  my  great  furprize,  in  very  ill  humour.  On  enquiring 
the  caufe,  he  faid  that  an  infult  had  been  offered  to  Mrs.  Leffingham ; 
concerning  which  he  would  make  no  farther  enquiry,  as  he  would  not 
know  from  whom  it  proceeded.  That  lady  having  been  engaged  on  the 
recommendation  of  Mr.  Harris,  I  verily  believe  that  Mr.  Powell,  as  well 
as  myfelf,  was  inclined  to  treat  her  not  only  with  refpect,  but  even  with 
partiality,  as  far  as  it  could  be  confident  with  the  general  intereft.  I 
ventured  therefore  to  vouch  thus  much,  and  defired  to  know  the  pre- 
fent  matter  of  complaint,  which  proved  to  be  her  having  been  affigned  & 
drefling-room  up  ftairs.  I  told  him  that  this  was  the  firft  word  I  had 
ever  heard  of  it  :  that  my  attendance  on  matters  merely  dramatick  and 
theatrical,  was  more  than  fufficient  bufinefs  for  me  ;  and  that  the  care 
of  dreffing-rooms,  ward-robe,  &c.  had  been  kindly  undertaken  by  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Powell.  Upon  this  he  took  me  apart,  and  repeated  his  ex- 
prefllons  of  diffatisfaction  with  more  warmth  than  before.  My  fecond 
anfwer  was  no  other  than  the  firft  ;  whereupon  Mr.  Harris  in  fome  mea- 
fure  turned  the  converfation,  by  defiring  that  Mrs.  Leffingham  might; 
have  the  part  of  Imogen.  I  told  him  that,  as  the  Caft  Book  then  ftood, 
it  was  allotted  to  Mifs  Ward.  He  faid  that  Mrs;  Leffingham  could  play 
it  as  well.   I  did  not  deny   but  fhe  might ;  adding,  that  all  the  bufinefs 
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then  affigned  to  Mifs  Ward  muft  be  underftood  to  be  merely  on  fuppo- 
fuion  i  tor  that  as  1  had  never  feen  her  play,   Ihe  might  perhaps  upon 
trial  appear  unfit   for  it  •,  and  that   I  had  given  her  the  part  of  Imogen, 
merely  on  account  of  the  youth  and   innocence  of  her  figure,  which   I 
thought  very  fuitable  to  the  character.  I  added  at  the  fame  time,  that,  as 
a  friend  to  Mrs.  Leffingham,  I  would  advife  her  never  to  play  a  line  of 
Tragedy.     This  Mr.  Harris  in  fome  meafure  allowed,   but  did  not  feem 
to  think  Imogen  fo  much  out  of  her  fphere  as  Belvidera,  and  fome  other 
tragick  characters.     I  mentioned  alfo,  that  as  Mr.  Powell  had  a  capital 
part  in  the  play,  it  would  be  but  a  reafonable  attention  to  him,   to  con- 
sult how  far  it  would  be  agreeable  to  hjm  tocaft  the  play  in  that  manner: 
but  Mr.  Harris  faw  no  occafion  for  Mr.  Powell's  concurrence.  This  was  all 
that  palled  on  the  fubject;  and  this  was  the  only  time  that  ever  the  name 
of  Mifs  Ward  was  mentioned  for  the  part  of  Imogen  ;  nor  was 
it  then  agitated  on  either  fide  as  a  matter  of  contention   between 
her  and  Mrs.  Leffingham.     From  this  circumftance  thePublick  may  de- 
termine of  the  confidence  that  is  due  to  the  libellous  author  of  the  writ- 
ten Narrative  •,  wherein,  for  obvious  reafons,  mean  as  they  are  bafe,  that 
young  actrefs  is  brought  forward  as  the  object  of  difpute.  It  is  to  be  hoped, 
however,  that  thefe  wicked  infinuations,  falfe  as  they  are  fcandalous,  will 
not  contribute  to  throw  a  (lain  on  the  character  of  a  young  actrefs,  whofe 
conducl  has  not  only  ever  been  mofi  unexceptionable  in  the  theatre,   but 
every-whepe  elfe. 

About  the  fame  period  that  the  arrangement  of  Mrs.  Leffingham's 
dreffing-room  was  taken  into  confideration  by  Mr.  Harris,  his  friend  Mr. 
Rutherford  took  upon  him  to  promife  a  feparate  dreffing-room  for  Mrs. 
Bellamy.  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Powell  remonftrated  concerning  the  great  want  of 
room  behind  the  fcenes  to  no  purpofe.  Mr.  Rutherford  faid  he  hadpro- 
mifed  •,  and  if  it  coft  him  500/.  to  build  new  rooms,  it  muft  be  done.  In  a 
word,  both  the  ladies  were  obliged,  and  both  the  gentlemen  were  fatisfied. 
On  Friday,  Sept.  18,  the  Prompter  furprized  me,  by  acquaint- 
ing me  that  Mrs.  Leffingham  had  returned  the  part  of  Nerifla  in 
the  Merchant  of  Venice ;  and  my  furprize  was  redoubled  a  few  hours 
after,  by  his  putting  into  my  hands  the  following  letter : 

"  SIR, 
"  As  I  returned  you  the  part  of  Nerifla,  I  think  it  right  to  give  my  reafon  for 
it.  I  have  as  yet  had  no  lift  of  thofe  parts  it  is  intended  I  fhould  play  ;  when  I 
have,  and  find  I  have  an  equal  (hare  of  good  and  bad,  I  fhall  have  no  objection  to 
any,  though  the  loweit.  I  defire  you  will  acquaint  the  managers  with  this.  I 
am>  **»r,  Your  humble  fervant, 

J.   LESSINGHAM." 
To  Mr.  Younger,  Prompter,  Covtnt-garden. 

"  Received  the  letter,  of  which  this  is  a  copy,  Friday,  September  18,  1767  ; 
but  the  letter  itfelf  has  no  date.  j.  Y." 
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Piqued  at  the  ftudied  infolence  of  this  epittle,  but  unwilling  to  re- 
fent  it  on  account  of  the  quarter  from  which  it  proceeded,  I  fubmitted 
the  letter  that  very  evening  to  Mr.  Harris,  who  defended  the  propriety 
of  it  in  fuch  terms  as  led  me  to  fpealc  my  thoughts  very  freely,  both  of 
the  letter  and  its  author.  This  was  very  highly  refented  by  Mr.  Harris, 
by  whofe  privity  I  then  took  it  for  granted  the  letter  had  been  fent ;  and 
I  have  fince  feen  no  reafon  to  alter  my  opinion.  He  went  directly  to  the 
Prompter,  and  ordered  him  to  bring  the  Caft  Book  to  his  houfe  the 
next  day.  The  Prompter  did  fo,  and  delivered  it  to  Meff.  Harris  and 
Rutherford,  from  whom,  on  the  morning  of  Sunday  the  20th  of  Sept.. 
juft  a  week  after  opening  the  theatre,  1  received  the  following  letter  : 

*'  SIR,  Saturday,  19  Sept.  1767. 

"  Upon  examining  the  Caft  Book,  we  find  feveral  parts  allotted  to  Mrs.  Leffing- 
ham,  which  we  think  improper  for  her  to  perform  ;  and  others  omitted,1  which  we 
think  very  proper  for  her  fphere  of  acting.  In  order  to  avoid  miftakes,  we  have  ei- 
ther expunged  or  erafed  from  the  Caft  Book,  the  names  oppofite  to  fuch  improper 
parts,  and  defire  you  will  give  directions  to  the  prompter  to  infert  her  name  in  lieu. 
There  are,  likewife,  many  parts  of  plays  not  caft,  which  we  think  that  lady  very 
capable  of  performing,  to  the  advantage  of  the  theatre  and  herfelf,  which  we  have 
fubjoined  to  the  lift  inclofed. 

••  In  this,  and  in  every  circumftance  which  we  fhall  advert  to,  we  fliall  endea- 
vour to  do  juftice  to  merit,  at  the  fame  time  that  we  fhall  carefully  attend  to  propri- 
ety with  refpect  to  ourfelves.    Are,  Sir, 

Your  moft  humble  fervants, 

T.    HARRIS, 
J.    RUTHERFORD." 
George  Colman,  Efq. 

"  WE  have  deferred  examining  the  generality  of  parts  caft,  left  we  might  inter- 
fere with  the  bufinefs  of  the  theatre  by  detaining  the  book  fo  long  at  one  time  ;  a 
future  occafion  may  prefent  us  with  an  opportunity  of  conveying  to  you  our  further 
anlmadverfions  on  that  head.     We  are  as  before, 

19th  Sept.  T    R  ' 

George  Colman,  Efq. 


Thefe  are  in  the 
Caft  Book. 


Betty         — t- 

Clarifla         

Imogen        • 

Belmour         — 
Lavinia         — — 
Flora         — 
Lady  Betty  Modiih 

Sullen  

Flora         

*-  Neriffa    —  - 


Clandeftine  Marriage. 

Confederacy. 

Cymbeline. 

Way  to  Keep  Him. 

Fair  Penitent. 

SheWou'd  and  SheWou'd  Not. 

Carelefs  Hufband. 

Stratagem. 

Country  Laffes. 

Merchant  of  Venice. 

Lady 


[      «      ] 


Thefe  not ;  but 
to  be  inferted 


Caft. 


: 


Lady  Fanciful 

unlets  Mrs.  Bellamy  chuies 

it. 
(-  Bizarre         —        —        — 
Lady  Anne  —  — 

Lady  Dainty         — 

Leonora  —  — 

Amanda        — 

Mrs.  Conqueft     ■    ■    -■     — 

Fidelia        —  

Clarinda        —      — 

Lady  Harriet         — >  — 

-  Berinthia 

Florival       ' —        —        — 


—    Provok'd  Wife. 


Inconftant. 

Richard. 

Doable  Gallant. 

Revenge. 

Love's  Laft  Shift. 

Lady's  Laft  Stake. 

Plain  Dealer. 

Sufpicious  Hufband. 

Funeral. 

Relapfe. 

Deuce  is  in  Him. 


"  Thefe  parts  allotted  to  Mrs.  Leffingham. 
19  Sept.  1767. 


T.  H. 
j.  R.- 


Here was  an  open  act  of  hoftility  ;  an  aft  fo  far  from  endeavouring  to 
extenuate  the  infolence  of  Mrs.  Leffingham,  that  it  was  plainly  calcu- 
lated to  convince  me  that  they  were  both  determined  on  every  occafion 
to  countenance  and  fupport  it.  My  anfwer,  fent  the  fame  morning,  was 
as  follows : 

"  Gentlemen, 
"  WITHOUT  dwelling  on  the  very  grofs  treatment  which  I  have  received 
from  yourfelves  and  Mrs.  Leffingham,  1  fnall  beg  leave  to  remind  you,  that  while 
you  have  been  confpiring  to  check  my  authority,  you  have  exceeded  the  limits  of 
your  own.  The  article  of  agreement  betwixt  us,  which  invefted  me  with  the 
theatrical  management,  empowered  you  jointly  to  object  to  my  meafures,  but  not 
to  prefcribe  new  ones  of  your  own ;  and  from  the  director  of  the  theatre,  to  fink 
me  into  fomething  lower  than  the  prompter.  You  will  find  therefore,  that  in 
making  erafements  from  the  Caft  Book,  and  figning  a  lift  of  parts  allotted  to  Mrs. 
Leffingham,  you  have  as  little  attended  to  the  propriety  you  profefs,  as  to  the  refpect 

due  t0  Your  humble  fervant, 

G.    COL  MAN." 

This  anfwer  was,  I  believe,  the  firft  circumftance  that  ferved  to  waken 
them  from  the  trance  of  defpotifm,.  into  which  their  conftruction  of  the 
article  relative  to  the  management  had  thrown  them.  A  negative 
power  it  left  them,  but  gave  them  no  poftiive  one.  They  told  me  indeed 
at  our  next  meeting,  that  two  negatives  made  one  affirmative.  I 
allowed  the  truth  of  that  logick;  but  told  them,  that  both  together,  like 
the  two  letters  in  the  word  no,  they  made  but  one  negative.  I  taxed 
Mr.  Rutherford  alfo  with  want  of  candor  on  this  occafion,  for  joining  to 
infult  me  without  fo  much  as  inquiring  into  the  merits  of  the  caufe  ;  re- 
minding 
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minding  him,  at  the  fame  time,  of  the  oppofite  conduct  of  his  friend 
on  a  former  occafion,  Mr.  Harris  then  told  me,  he  found  I  was  an  im- 
practicable man,  and  defired,  or  rather  injoined  me  to  put  my  fhare  to 
fale.  Mr.  Powell,  who  till  then  had  only  lamented  our  divifions  in 
filence,  was  ftartled  at  this  propofal,  and  frankly  confeft  that  he  thought 
fuch  proceeding  was  injurious  ro  our  common  intereft.  I»told  Mr.  Harris 
that,  finding  I  was  become  fo  difagreeable  a  partner  to  himfelf  and  Mr. 
Rutherford,  I  mould  rerain  my  fhare,  on  purpofe  co  plague  them.  It 
was,  I  think,  at  this  meeting,  and  on  this  occafion,  that  Mr.  Ruther- 
ford dwelling  very  much  on  the  words  manly  and  gentlemanlike,  I  took 
occafion  to  tell  him,  in  a  carelefs  manner,  that  I  had  never  in  my  life 
heard  thofe  words  fo  often  repeated  ;  but  that  I  did  not  need  his  inftruc- 
tion  how  to  behave  either  hke  a  man  or  a  gentleman.  His  reply  to  this 
was  very  violent,  and  ended  with  talking  of  going  out  with  him,  accom- 
panying thefe  laft  words  with  a  ftride  towards  the  door.  I  told  him  I 
thought  it  rather  extraordinary,  that  he  was  not  contented  with  giving 
the  affront,  if  any  had  been  given  ;  but  that  he  alio  claimed  the  pri- 
vilege of  refentment:  however,  that  if  he  fuppoied  I  was  to  be  terrified, 
he  was  miftaken. — They  then  recurred  to  the  paper  in  difpute,  and  afked 
if  the  lift  of  parts  contained  in  it  fhould  be  confidered  as  admiffible.  I 
objected  to  all  the  tragedy,  particularly  Leonora  in  the  Revenge;  and 
added,  that  Mrs.  Sullen  belonged  to  Mrs  Bulkiey,  and  that  MifsMacklin 
was  the  original  Widow  Belmour.  They  again  afked,  if  I  was  inclined 
to  oblige  them.  I  told  them  my  chief  caufe  of  offence  was  their  having 
doubted  that  inclination,  and  having  flown  to  acts  of  violence  when 
gentle  means  would  have  been  more  prevalent.  They  then  fuddenly 
changed  their  tone  and  manner  ;  Mrs.  Leffingham,  forely  againft  my 
judgment  in  many  inftances,  was  allowed  the  characters  in  queftion  ;  and 
we  parted  once  more  in  tolerable  good  humour. 

Such  were  the  expostulations  of  Meffrs.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  and 
fuch  were  the  injuries  which  I  delighted  to  inflict:  on  their  favou- 
rite actrefs.  But  it  feems,  that  I  had  conceived  a  violent  pique  and  refent- 
ment againft  her,  the  caufe  of  which  fhall  not  he  here  related.  Dark  charges 
muft,  or  neceffity,  be  darkly  anfwered  ;  but.  whenever  the  lady,  or  her 
advocates,  fhall  pleafe  to  be  more  explicit,  I  promife  to  fpeak  plainly  in 
my  anfwer,  if  fhe,  or  they,  fhall  urge  any  thing  of  fufficient  importance 
to  demand  one  at  my  hands. 

I  allow  the  charge  of  employing  news-papers  to* defend  grofs  partiali- 
ties*', for  I  was  weak  enough  to  mention.  Mrs.  Lefiingham's  having 
joined  us,  with  the  air  of  announcing  a  valuable  acceffion  to  the  ftrcngth 
of  our  company,  by  fpecial  paragraphs  in  the  public  papers.     I  muft 

*  See  MefT.  R,  and  H.'s  Narrative,  p.  37/  •     • 
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alio  plead  guilty  to  the  charge  of  forcing  unpopular  performers  on  a  patient 
ftidience  *.\  for  on  the  firlt  night  of  her  appearance,  to  prevent  the  morti- 
fication that  her  vanity  muft  fuffer  from  a  thin  houfe,  in  direct  oppofi- 
tion  to  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Macklin,  I  fupported  her  lame  performance 
on  the  crutches  of  Love  A-la  Mode.  I  alio  prefixed  the  Stratagem,  in 
which  (he  played  Mrs.  Sullen,  to  the  Oxonian  in  Town,  while  its  no- 
velty was  lbme  recommendation  to  it.  I  had  the  more  merit  in  thefe 
iacrifices,  becaule  they  were  made  in  direct  contradiction  to  my  private 
opinion.  In  the  lalt  initance,  two  ftrong  objections  to  the  meafure  I 
purfued,  ftared  me  in  the  face :  firft,  that  me  played  the  part  mod 
wretchedly ;  and,  fecondly,  that  it  was  apparently  injurious  to  a  little 
piece,  *efpecially  one  of  fo  lerious  a  caft,  to  be  performed  after  one  of 
the  lighted  and  pleafanteft  comedies  in  our  language. 

But  to  return.     From  the  moment  after  our  meeting  in  confe- 

ep '  quence  of  their  memorable  letter  of  September  19th,  MeiTrs. 
Harris  and  Rutherford  exprefled  the  higheft  fatisfaction  at  the  concef- 
fions  which  1  feemed  dil  poled  to  make,  and  were  incefiantly  urging  me 
to  bring  forward  the  play  of  Cymbeline,  afllgning  as  a  motive,  the  ve- 
ry reafon  which  they  now  urge  for  oppofing  the  repetition  of  it,  viz. 
that  it  was  frequently  exhibited  at  Drury  Lanef.  Mr.  Powell  alfo,  being 
extremely  attached  to  the  character  of  Pofthumus,  was  defirous  of  mow- 
ing himfelf  in  it,  whoever  might  play  Imogen.  In  this  fituation  I  could 
not  have  avoided  exhibiting  the  play,  however  averfe,  without  difoblig- 
ing  them  all  three,  if  Mr.  Dall  had  not  received  orders  to  paint  a  new 
fcene  of  Imogen's  chamber  •,  a  fcene  which  has  fince  given  the  public  fo 
much  fatisfaction,  but  which  then  neceflarily  delayed  the  performance  of 
the  piece,  into  which  it  was  to  be  introduced.  Hence  it  will  appear, 
that  Mrs.  Leffingham,  without  any  competition,  had  been  avowedly  in 
pofiefiion  of  the  part  from  the  1 9th  of  September,  that  is,  within  a  week 

■  of  opening  the  Theatre.  On  the  12th  of  October  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Yates  were  engaged,  the  hiftory  of  which  tranfaction  (hall  be  given 
in  its  proper  place.  From  that  inftant,  I  confefs,  that  all  my  notions  of 
Mrs.  Leffingham's  playing  the  part  in  queftion  vanifhed  ;  for  I  could 
never  fuppole,  that  MeiTrs.  Rutherford  and  Harris  would  be  fo  blind  to 
their  own  interefts,  or  that  Mrs.  Leffingham  would  entertain  fuch  an 
overweening  opinion  of  her  own  abilities,  as  to  think  of  her  entering  in- 
to a  direct  competition  with  Mrs.  Yates.  However,  I  was  foon  unde- 
ceived ;  for  on  Thuifday  the  29th  of  October,  they  roundly  infilled  on 
Mrs.  Leflingham's  retaining  the  character,  which  I  as  roundly  refufed  ; 
but  not  without  remonftrating  on  the  grofs  partiality  that  would  appear 
in  fuch  a  procedure ;  as  well  as  the  injuftice  to  Mrs.  Yates,  and  the  af- 

*  See  Mcff.  R.  and  H/s  Narrative,  p.  37.  t  Ibid.  P-  $• 
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front  to  the  public  ;  for  all  which  my  reputation,  and  chiefly  mine,  would 
fuffer.      They    treated   thefe   arguments   with  great   contempt  *,    upon 
which,  finding  nothing  but  further  altercation  likely  to  enfue,  I  abrupt- 
ly left  them  •,  but  I  do  moft  folemnly  declare,  that  I  did  not  then,  or  at 
any  other  time,  openly  and  avowedly  difclaim  their  right  to  lay  me  under  any 
rejiraint ;  nor  did  I  declare,  that  I  would  never  difclofe  to  them  any  of  my 
future  intentions.* 
f  They  were  refolved,  however,  to  carry  this  important  point,  if  poffib'.e ; 
and  finding  the  acting  manager  inflexible,   they  not  only  tampered  with 
Mr.  Powell,  but  applied   to  Mrs.  Yates,  with  whom  they  had  a  very 
long  conference,  in  her  drefiing-room,  that  very  evening,  as  will  ap- 
pear from  the  following  letter,  which  they  fent  about  an  hour  after  they 
took  their  leave  ;  and  from  which,  together  with  Mrs.  Yates's  anfwer,  it 
i$  not  difficult  to  guefs  at  the  nature  and  fubjed  of  the  conference  itfelf. 

"  Dear  Madam, 
**  BEING  in  the  greateft  degree  defirous  of  proving  to  you,  that  we  are  not 
men  of  mere  profeffion  alone,  we  take  the  liberty  to  defire  of  you,  in  your  note  to- 
morrow morning,  not  only  a  favourable  determination  refpe&ing  the  point  in 
agitation,  but  that  you  will  accompany  it  with  fuch  requefts  as  will  conduce  to  the 
advancement  of  your  Fame  or  Pleafure  ;  and  our  immediate  anfwer  thereto  fhall  be 
the  proof  how  much  we  are  devoted  to  your  defires.    We  are,  dear  Madam, 

Your  moft  humble  fervants, 
Surry-ftreet,  .T.  HARRIS, 

'Xhurfday  Evening,  29  061.  J.  R  U  T  H  E  R  F  O  R  D. 

"  H.  and  R.  beg  the  favour  of  your  anfwer  as  foon  as  convenient  in  the  morn- 
ing, as  we  meet  early  on  purpofe  to  receive  it." 

Mrs.  Yates's  anfwer  was  as  follows  : 

"  Gentlemen, 
"IT  gives  me  great  concern  to  be  obliged  to  tell  you,  that  I  think  it  wholly  in- 
confiftent  with  my  fame  and  intereft,  as  well  as  my  engagements  to  yourfelves  and  the 
Publick,  to  confent  to  refign  the  part  of  Imogen  to  Mrs.  Leffingham. — At  the  fame 
time  I  cannot  help  adding,  that  it  will  diftrefs  me  exceedingly,  on  this  and  every 
future  occafion,  if  my  mind  is  to  be  diftradled  by  the  different  opinions  of  the  feveral 
Gentlemen  concerned  in  the  management.  I  am,  Sir,  &c. 

M.  A.  YATES. 
To  this  fhe  received  the  following  reply  : 

**  Dear  Madam, 
<£  WE  have  this  inftant  received  your  favour — hope  for  your  pardon  for  the 
trouble  we  have  given  you;  and  finding  an  application  to  you  fo  ineffe&ual,  you 
may  difmifs  all  fears  of  our  difturbing  your  mind  by  any  future  one.    We  are,   and 
(hall  always  be,   Dear  Madam,         Your  devoted  humble  fervants, 

Surry-ftreet,  T.  H  A  R  R  I  S."  * 

Tuefday  morn.  Oft.  30.  J.  R  U  T  H  E  R  F  O  R  D/' 

•  See  Meff.  R.  and  H.'s  Narrative,  p.  9, 
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oft  The  next  morning,  while  I  was  attending  a  rehearfal  at  the 

theatre,  I  received  the  following  letter,  to  which  I  immediately 
returned  the  anfwer  fubjoined.  From  thefe  it  will  appear,  that  Meflrs. 
Harris  and  Rutherford  were  the  fidt  perfons  that  threatened  an  appeal 
tp  the  Publick,  as  they  have,  in  fact,  to  our  great  aftonifhment,  been 
the  firft  who  have  made  fuch  an  appeal. 

«  S  I  R, 
"  THE  very  grofs  manner  in  which  you  thought  proper,  yeflerday,  to  conduct 
yourfelf,  being  fo  entirely  repugnant  to  the  articles  we  have  entered  into  with  you, 
as  well  as  to  the.  principles  upon  which  you  have  verbally  profefTed  to  govern  your- 
felf on  a  late  reconciliation,  we  cannot  fuffer  it  to  pals  without  informing  you, 
that  until  you  fiaaH  make  the  conceffions  due  to  us  for  fuch  a  notorious  breach  of 
good  faith,  we  Hull  purfuc  a  mode  of  conduct  that  will  be  influenced  by  the  keen 
refentmcnt  you  have  infpired  us  with.  Yet  fhall  take  no  unwarrantable  fteps,  nor 
any  that  we  cannot  juftify  to  the  Publick,  who  will  moft  probably  be  acquainted 
with  every  part  of  our  proceedings ;  and  however  your  importance  may  fuffer  by 
your  having  overrated  it,  is  a  circumftance  of  which  you  are  the  fole  auther,  and 
mult  therefore  abide  by  the  confequences. 

Surry  Street,  T.    HARRIS. 

Friday  morning,  Oct.  29th.  J.    RUTHERFOR  D.'» 

"  Gentlemen, 

"  I  NEVER  did,  nor  ever  will  do  any  thing  repugnant  to  our  articles.  The  very 
grofs  manner  in  which  you  and  Mrs.  Leflingham  have  always  treated  me,  obliges 
me  to  exert  to  the  utmoft  the  power  thofe  articles  give  me.  Your  keen  refentment 
does  not  terrify  me,  nor  ever  fhall,  while  I  know  I  can  juftify  my  conduct  to  our 
royal  mafter,  the  lord-chamberlain,  and  the  publick  j  to  ali  whom  I  am  very  will- 
ing to  fubmit  it. 

Covent  Garden,  Friday  morning,  Ocl.  29,  1767.  G.    C  O  L  M  A  N." 

This  anfwer  was  received  by  MelTrs.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  at  the 
houfe  of  Mr.  Powell,  who,  on  every  difpute,  had  always  done  every 
thing  in  his  power  to  reconcile  the  parties  to  each  other,  and  was  then 
actually  employed  in  exerting  his  belt  endeavours  for  that  purpofe.  On 
the  receipt  of  my  letter,  they  both  broke  out  into  the  moft  violent  pal- 
fion.  One  propofed  to'  attack  my  favourites  v  and,  in  the  fir  ft  place,  to 
"difmifsMr.  Younger,  (the  prompter)  betaufe  he  was  ujtful  to  me  in  my 
bujinefs.  It  then  occurred  to  exercife  their  negative  power,  by  prohibit- 
ing the  exhibition  of  the  Oxonian  in  Town,  which  was  then  in  rchear- 
jal  ;  but  that  fuggeftion  was,  on  fecond  thoughts,  oppofed,  becaufe  it 
would  be  doing  me  a  favour,  as  the  piece  would  certainly  be  damned. 

In  (hort,  the  difpute  now  grew  warm  indeed,  and  the  very 
3°'     fame  evening  I  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Harris,  to  which,  on^ 
the  very  fame  evening,  I  returned  an  anfwer.     The  letter  and  anfwer  are 
as  follow :  » 

SIR* 
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"SIR, 
"  YOU  have: affcrted   you  never  did   any  thing  repugnant  to  oh*  fctfelcs. 

Are  you  not  by  them  obliged  to  fubmit  every  thing  Co-  our  confideratiorr  I  Have 
you  done  fo?  We  have  neither  of  us  any  thing  to  do  with  Mrs.  Ltfllngham's 
treatment  of  you;  you  fay  it  has  been  very  grofs  ;  I  believe  that,  as  well  as  your 
firfl:  aftertien,  to  be  moft  falfe.  You  feem  determined,' upon  every  difpute,  to 
bring  that  lady's  conduct  into  queftion,  in  order  to  avail  yourfelf  of  it  as  a  favour- 
able plea  with  the  Publick ;  now  that  I  hold  to  be  moft  pitiful  and  infamous.  You 
are  very  welcome,  Sir,  to  my  life,  if  you  dare  any  how  to  hazard  the  taking  it. 
I  am  going  out  of  town  this  evening,  at  fix  o'clock,  and  fhall  return  to-morrow 
about  that  time.  If  I  hear  nothing  from  you  then,  know,  that  your  ungenerous, 
unmanly  behaviour  has  made  me  upon  every  occafion  of  life  your  enemy. 

Surry-ftreet,  Friday  noon,  061. 30.  T.  HARRIS." 

■ 

"SIR, 

"  AS  Mrs.  Leflingham  has  been  the  fole  canfe  of  every  tfifpirte  between  us,  ft 
was  very  natural,  as  well  as  proper,  for  me  to  mention  her  namtf ;  and  as  to  the  grofs 
treatment  with  which  I  charged  her,  yourfelf,.  and  Mr.  Rutherford,  I  have  the 
proofs  of  it  under  all  your  hands;  fo  that  the  falfhoed,  meannefs,  pitifulnefs,  and 
infamy,  do  not  lie  on  my  fide.  As  to  my  daring  to  take  your  life,  God  knows  I 
dare  not  do  it;  but  you  and  every  other  man  fhall  find  that  I  dare  on  all  occafions 
to  defend  my  own :  wherefore  your  profeffed  friendship  or  profefFed  enmity  "are 
in  that  refped  equally  indifferent  to 

Great  Queen  ftreet,  Friday  evening,  Oft.  30,  1767,  G.   COLMAN." 

To  Thomas  Harris,  Efq. 

The  next' evening  Mr.  Rutherford  came  to  the  theatre  alone,  ,*„ 
and  interrupting  Mr.  Powell  during  the  play,  in  the  midft  of 
his  anxieties  in  a  new  part,  fpoke  of  me  in  fuch  terms,  that  Mr. 
Powell  thought  it  improper  for  us  to  meet;  Mr.  Rutherford,  however, 
fending  to  defire  to  fpeak  with  me,  I  came  to  him.  He  laid  that  he  had 
nothing  to  do  with  what  had  paft  between  Mr.  Harris  and  me,  but  that 
he  now  came  to  inform  me,  that  I  was  no  longer  fole  manager  of  that 
theatre  y  of  which  publick  notice  would  be  given  to  the  performers  on 
Monday  morning  in  the  Green  Room.  I  fmiled,  and  afked,  if  it"  was 
worth  while  to  fend  for  me  merely  to  communicate  fuch  a  piece  of  intel- 
ligence ?  My  indifference  threw  him  into  a  violent  pafJion.  He  began 
to  fwear :  I  walked  away.  He  followed,  and  defired  to  fpeak  with  me  : 
I  refufed  to  have  any  thing  further  to  fay  to  him. 

On  the  fame  evening,  juft  after  the  play  was  over,  the  prompter  re- 
ceived the  following  letter,  to  which  he  fent  the  refpectful  anfwer  an- 
nexed :  bur,  refpedful  as  it  was,  it  gave  the  highejl  caufe  of  offente  to 
Mefirs.  Rutherford  and  Harris,  from  whom,  it  drew  the  two  letters  here 
fubjoined  to  it,  in  which  they  have  moft  flagrantly  exceeded  the  power 
given  them  by  our  articles,  l?y.aftuming  the  power  of  difmiffion  from  the 
theatre. 

E  2  *<  Mr. 


[     28     J 
«  Mr.  Younger.    SIR, 
c<  YOU  arc  to  caufe  the  inclofed  paper  to  be  immediately  placed  in  a  confpicuous 
part  of  the  Green-room,  and  to  return  us  an  anfwer,  fpecifying  the  precife  time  of 
your  receiving  the  fame.  Sir,  your  humble  fervants, 

Surry  ftreet,  Oft.  31,  1767,  T.    HARRIS. 

1 5  minutes  paft  nine.  J.  RUTHERFORD." 

The  inclofed  paper. 

4<  UNTIL  farther  notice,  any  order  from  a  fingle  manager  of  this  theatre  will 
be  void  and  of  no  effect. 

ST$:  jTru^SKford.- 

•'  Gentlemen, 
<c  AS  I  fhall  ever  retain  a  proper  refpeft  for  all  my  employers,  I  flatter  myfelf 
you  will,  upon  a  moment's  reflexion,  not  wifh  to  fo  far  embroil  me  in  the  un- 
happy difpute  at  prefent  fubfifting,  as  to  infift  on  my  doing  what  muft  render  me 
Obnoxious  to  fome  of  the  parties  concerned.     I  am  with  due  refpecfc,  Gentlemen, 

Your  moil  humble  fervant, 
Saturday,  half  an  hour  paft  10.  JOS,  YOUNGER." 

"SIR, 
"  Mr.  YOUNGER,  prompter  of  Covent  Garden  theatre,  having  given  the 
higheft   caufe  of  offence  to  us,  we  inform  you,  that  we  defire  he  may  have  notice 
immediately  of  his  difmiffion  from  our  fervice. 

Surry  ftreet,  Saturday  Oft.  31,  1767.  T-  JL^J^J^V 

three  quarters  paft  1 1  at  night.  J*   RUTHERFOR  D." 

To  Geo.  Colman,  Efq. 

"SIR, 

"  THE  falary  paid  to  Mr.  Younger,  heretofore  prompter  of  our  theatre,  ceafed 
this  day.     You  are  therefore  to  forbear  any  future  payments  to  him.     We  are, 

Sir,  your  humble  fervants, 
Saturday  night,  T.  HARRIS. 

Oft. 31, 1767.  J.  RUTHERFORD." 

To  Mr  Garton. 

Mr.  Powell,  quite  unhappy  to  fee  our  differences  running  to 
fuch  a  length,  and  defirous  to  do  every  thing  in  his  power  to 
heal  them,  prevailed  on  a  very  intimate  friend  of  mine,  to  accompany 
him  the  next  morning  to  confer  with  Meflrs.  Rutherford  and  Harris  on 
the  fubject,  at  the  houfe  of  the  latter,  in  Surry-ftreet.  I  was  far  from 
wifhing  or  defiring  that  any  friend  of  mine  mould  involve  himfelf  in 
my  difputes ;  and  I  now  fhudder  to  think,  that  this  gentleman's  kind 
and  friendly  interpofition  in  my  affairs,  has  very  recently  expofed  him  to 
the  mod  imminent  danger  of  his  life  ;  the  lofs  of  which  would  have  de- 
ftroyed  all  the  future  peace  and  quiet  of  my  own,  though  I  was  no  fur- 
ther acceflary  to  what  followed,  than  in  being  the  unhappy  and  innocent 
occahon. 

The 
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The  good  offices  of  my  friend  and  Mr.  Powell  proved  wholly  N 
n  effectual.  Mefifrs.  Rutherford  and  Harris  would  hear  of  no 
other  terms  than  an  abolition  of  our  prefent  articles,  and  the  execution 
of  new  ones,  to  be  framed  by  their  own  direction.  This  was  their  ulti- 
matum \  and  thus  concluded  this  fruitlefs  negociation  of  a  treaty  for  peace. 
Being  informed,  by  Mr.  Powell,  of  their  terms,  I  fent  them  the  fol- 
lowing letter ;  in  which  I  rejected  their  propofal  of  new  articles,  by 
mewing  that  I  meant  to  abide  by  thofe  at  prefent  fubfifting  between 
us. 

"  Gentlemen, 
"  I  HAVE  feen  Mr.  Powell ;  but  after  what  has  pafTed,  a  perfonal  intercourfe 
between  us  cannot  be  expected.  According  to  our  articles  I  (hall,  from  time  to 
time,  fubmit  to  your  confideration  the  meafures  I  propofe  to  purfue  in  the  manage- 
ment of  the  theatre;  and  any  meafure  againft  which  you  fhall  jointly  proteft  in 
writing,  according  to  our  articles,  fliall  not  be  carried  into  execution. 

Nov.  i,  1767.  G.    COL" MAN." 

•  Mr.  Powell,  finding  their  violence  impofllble  to  be  mi- 
tigated,  and  thinking  our  property  in  the  greateft  danger  from 
their  method  of  proceeding,  now,  for  the  firft  time,  declared  on  my 
fide :  and  forefeeing  the  tumult  likely  to  enfue,  from  the  fleps  which 
Melf.  Rutherford  and  Harris  had  declared  their  refolutions  of  taking  the 
next  morning,  thought  it  advifable  to  prevent  than  confufion  as  far  as 
poffible,  by  collecting  as  many  of  the  performers  as  could  be  found  that 
day,  and  laying  before  them  a  fair  ftate  of  the  cafe.  On  this  occafion  I 
related  the  ftory  in  the  plaineft  terms,  read  the  letters  which  authenti- 
cated my  narrative,  and  fairly  fiat ed  the  article  relative  to  the  manage- 
ment, reciting  the  negative  power  lodged  with  MeflT.  Rutherford  and 
Harris,  as  well  as  the  pofitive  one  veftcd  in  me.  Read  the  article,  indeed  j 
I  could  not,  as  I  then  had  no  copy  of  it.  For  the  truth  of  thefe  circum- 
ftances,  I  appeal  to  all  the  parties  then  prefent. 

The  next  morning  the  tumult,  fo  vehemently  threatened  on 
their  parr,  and  patiently  expected  on  our  own,  actually  enfued. 
About  eleven  o'clock  MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford  came  on  the  ftage^ 
and  interrupted  the  rehearfal.  They  afked  me,  in  an  authoritative  tone, 
if  I  had  difmifTed  Mr.  Younger  ?  I  anfwered,  No. — Will  you  difmifs 
him  ?  No. — Some  time  after  this,  Mr.  Rutherford  faid,  Did  not  we 
order,  you  to  difmifs  Younger.? — Order  me,  Sir  I — He  immediately 
recanted  the  imperious  word  order^  and  was  polite  enough  to  fubllitute 
the  gentler  term  defire.  He  read  the  article  in  an  audible  voice  on  the 
ftage  to  the  performers,  and  afterwards  afked  them  if  they  would  conti- 
nue to  act  under  Mr,  Colman's  management.     They  anfwered,  Yes. 

Mr.. 
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Mr.  Rutherford,  mifunderftand'iDg  Mr.  Smith,  and  fuppofmg  that  he 
meant  toaflfeat  to  their  direction,  laid  with  great  heat,  I  am  obliged  to  you. 
Sir  ;  you  are  a  gentleman.  Mr.  Smith,  however,  being  afked  by  another 
performer  to  what  he  had  anfwered  yis,  faid,  that  his  Yes  implied  an 
affent  to  a<5t  under  Mr.  Colman.  Why  then^  gentlemen,  faid  Mr.  Ruther- 
ford, I  will  tell  you  one  thing  for  your  comfort  \  the  "Theatre  will  he  put  up, 
for  wejhall  appy  to  the  court  of  chancery  for  an  injunclionfor  that  purpoje. 
Soon  after  thefe  tranfactions,  Mrs.  Mattocks  tainted  away,  and  1  ran 
among  others  into  the  common  Green-Room  to  her  affiftance.  During 
my  abfence,  a  difference  arofe  between  my  friend  and  Mr.  Rutherford, 
in  confequence  whereof  he  and  Mr.  Harris  left  the  ftage,  to  which  I 
returned  a  few  feconds  before  their  retiring  to  the  great  Green-Room. 

In  lefs  than  half  an  hour,  Mr.  Powell  came  and  told  me, 
that  MelT.  Harris  and  Rutherford  were  inclined  to  a  reconci- 
liation, if  I  would  but  confent  to  the  difmifllon  of  Mr.  Younger  for  five 
minutes.  I  replied,  that  provided  his  difmifllon  fhould  be  literally  for 
five  minutes,  I  would  affent  to  it,  fince  they  thought  the  form  fo  necef- 
fary  to  fave  appearances.  I  own  I  did  not  fee  why  they  were  fo  well 
inclined  to  terms  of  peace,  which  they  fo  peremptorily  refufed  the 
morning  before ;  but  being  very  deeply  affected  at  the  part 
which  my  friend  had  taken  in  this  affair,  I  was  willing  to  do 
every  thing  in  my  power  to  promote  a  thorough  reconciliation  on  all 
fides.  Accordingly  J  accompanied  Mr.  Powell  into  the  great  Green- 
Room  •,  and  being  afked  by  Mr.  Harris  whether  I  would  carry  on  the  ma- 
nagement without  doing  any  thing  contrary  to  the  article  ?  I  replied,  to  the 
belt  of  my  knowledge  and  belief,  in  thefe  words :  /  never  did  any  thing 
contrary  to  the  article :  I  never  meant  to  do  any  thing  contrary  to  our  art:- 
cle.  All  I  defire  is  to  manage  according  to  the  article,  and  to  have  an  unin- 
terrupted exercife  of  the  power  which  the  article  gives  me.  Meff.  Wood- 
ward, Smith,  Gibfon,  &c.  wereprefent:  to  them  I  appeal  for  the  truth 
of  this  relation  ;  and  to  them  I  appeal  whether  *  /  apparently  took  fhame 
to  myfelf  on  this  occafion. 

The  gentlemen,  however,  preferved  the  decorums  of  refentment  to 
the  laft,  and  thought  it  neceflary,  on  the  very  moment  of  our  reconci- 
liation, to  commit  a  frefh  violation  of  the  article  in  queftion,  by  writing 
the  following  note  to  the  treafurer  of  the  Theatre : 

"SIR, 
"  Mr.  YOUNGER  being  reinftated  as  a  prompter,  you  are  to  continue  the 
payments  of  his  falary  as  heretofore. 

Mondav  **•  HARRIS. 

Mr.  Gar  tow. 
•  Sec  the  printed  Narrative,  p.  ir, 
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A  reconciliation  being  thus  effected,  Mr.  Harris  defired,  „ 
that  as  the  play  of  Cymbeline  had  been  ib  much  the  obj  c~t  of 
converfation  and  difpute,  it  might  be  laid  afide  for  the  prcfent.  Accord- 
ingly it  was  fo  ;  and  the  appearance  of  a  good  underftanding  among  us 
was  once  more  reftored.  But  it  was  with  the  utmoft  difficulty  that  Mefif. 
Harris  and  Rutherford  preferved  thefe  appearances  j  for,  inftead  of  each 
of  them  favouring  me  with  their  advice  in  a  friendly  manner,  they  were 
continually  fending  me  letters  formally  figned  by  them  both.  This  was 
fo  directly  oppofite  to  their  profeflions,  that  I  expoftulated  with  Mr. 
Harris  on  the  fubject,  and  told  him,  that  I  was  in  hopes  we  were  now 
to  have  gone  on  as  friends,  without  recurring,  in  every  little  inftance,  t<y 
the  article,  and  reminding  each  other  of  the  extent  and  limits  of  our  re- 
fpective  power ;  but  that  if  I  faw  him  and  his  friend  refolved  to  drive 
me,  on  every  occafion,  to  the  ground  of  the  article,  I  would  ftand  on 
that  ground,  and  defend  it  to  the  laft  ;  for  that  I  very  well  knew  how 
much  and  how  little  power  that  article  gave  me.  Mr.  Harris  replied* 
that  we  had  all  juft  power  enough  to  plague  each  other  •,  and,  to  convince 
me  that  he  might  eafily  be  induced  to  exercife  that  power  on  his  part, 
he  added,  that  the  breach  between  us  had  been  fo  very  wide,  that  it 
would  not  readily  clofe  again,  without  the  moft  fincere  defires  and  en- 
deavours on  all  fides.  1  profeffed  the  greatefl  readinefs  to  promote  fo 
defirable  an  end  -t  but  the  gentlemen  were  fo  little  inclined  to  meet  me 
half-way,  that  they  ftill  continued  the  fame  mode  of  behaviour  which 
had  led  me  to  the  above-mentioned  expostulation.  In  fhort,  1  plainly 
faw  that  they  never  would  forget  or  forgive  the  tranfacTions  of  the  fecond 
of  November. 

About  the  latter  end  of  that  month,  while  things  were  in  this 
fituation,  Mr.  Dall  had  finifhed  the  fcene  intended  for  Cymbe- 
line. This  redoubled  Mr.  Powell's  impatience  and  anxiety  to  exhibit 
the  play  •,.  and  he  applied. to  MeflT.  Harris  and  Rutherford  (particularly 
the  former)  in  the  moft  earned  and  fubmifiive  terms,  to  wave  their  ob- 
jections to  it.  Mr.  Harris  was  inexorable  ;  Mr.  Rutherford  faid,  that 
we  ought  not  to  perform  it  without  ajking  Mrs.  Lrfrngbants  ftave ;  and 
referred  the  farther  confideratiOn  of  it  to  our  next  meeting. 

One  little  occurrence,  that  happened  about  this  time,  will  perhaps 
fhew  the  temper  and  complexion  of  thefe  gentlemen,  more  than  a  matter 
of  more  conlequence.  The  prompter  had  ord*f»  to  fend  them  every 
evening  an  account. of  the  rehearfal  fettled  for  the  next  morning,  and  at 
the  end  of  every  week  a  plan  of  my  arrangement  ©f  plays  fof  the  Week 
enfuing.     One  of  thefe  notes  was  as  follows  : 


SIR, 
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"  S  I  R, 

!*  Mr.  MACKLIN's  withdrawing  his  farce  having  rendered  it  necefTary  to 
change  the  bufinefs  propofed  for  this  week,  Mr.  Colman  has  ordered  me  to  fend 
you  the  frcfli  plan  he  has  now  fettled.  Your  moft  humble  fervant, 

J.  Y." 

This  was  addrefied  to  Mr.  Rutherford.  The  like  note  was  addrefled 
to  Mr.  Harris,  only  concluding  with  the  word  fixed  inftead  of  fettled,  as 
in  the  above.  Mr.  Harris  was  fo  touched  at  this  expreflion,  that  he 
alked  the  prompter  if  the  note  was  dictated  by  Mr.  Colman.  The  promp- 
ter replied  in  the  negative.  Mr.  Harris  then  commented  on  the  word 
fixed-,  and  obferved,  that  if  the  bufinefs  was  fixed  by  Mr.  Colman,  there 
was  no  need  of  fubmitting  the  plan  of  it  to  them.  Being  informed  of  this 
circumftance,  1  enjoined  the  prompter  to  ufe  the  term  propofed  or  intended 
for  the  future  i  a  caution  which  I  believe  he  has  ever  fince  religioufly 
obferved. 

Dec.    The  prompter's  note  of  December  the  fifth  ran  thus : 

Plan  of  Bufinefs  propofed  for  next  Week. 

Monday,  Dec.    7th.  (By  particular  defire)  Fair  Penitent,  and  Fauftus. 
8th.  Mahomet,  and  Mufical  Lady. 
9th.  Philafter,  and  Apprentice,  for  the  Fund. 
10th.  Othello,  and  Love-a-la-Mode. 
nth.  Royal  Merchant. 
1 2th.  Orphan,  and  — *-  Mrs^  La  Roche* 

"SIR, 
"  Mr.  COLMAN  has  ordered  me  to  fend  you  the  above  plan  of  bufinefs,  pro- 
pofed for  the  enfuing  week,  and  to  acquaint  you  that  he  has  received  notice  from 
his  Majefty,  that  the  firft  time  he  honours  this  theatre  with  his  royal  prefence,  will 
be  to  the  play  of  Cymbelinei  for  which  reafon  he  has  ordered  it  to  be  put  into  re- 
hearfal  next  week.  j  ani}  Sir>  your  moft  humble  fervant, 

J.  Y  O  U  N  G  E  R." 

"  P.  S.  THE  author  of  the  farce  has  been  with  Mr.  Colman  to  withdraw  it,  and 
is  to  call  for  the  copy  on  Monday  morning  j  muft  therefore  beg  Mr.  Colman  may 
have  it  by  that  time." 

Rebearfal  en  Monday  next. 
Mahomet  at  10. 
Mufical  Lady  at  12. 

To  J.  Rutherford,  Efq. 

On  the  Tuefday  and  Wednefday  following,  the  letters  here  fubjoined 
paffed  between  us. 

X>eaK 


[     33     I 
"  Dear  Sir, 

xt  WE  are  veiy  happy  to  receive  your  information,  that  we  may  fpeedily  expeft 
the  honour  of  his  Majefty's  prefence  ;  but  we  could  have  wifhed  his  Majefty  had 
not  been  pleafed  to  command  Cymbeline 

As  cogent  reafons  might  be  given  why  that  play  (hould  not  be  performed ;  we 
lhall  never  think  you  treat  us  fairly  unlefs  it  is  for  the  prefent  poftponed. 

The  appointment  of  the  new  opera  for  Friday  next,  we  fuppofe,  was  an  over- 
fight  in  you ;  that  being  the  *  author's  benefit  at  Drury  Lane,  would  be  deem- 
ed in  the  higheft  degree  illiberal  in  us  to  produce  a  new  piece  on  that  night, 
and  is  a  mealure  we  cannot  by  any  means  aflent  to.  It  may  be  played  for  the  firft: 
time  on  Thurfday  next,  as  at  firft  propofed,  or  any  other  day  (excepting  as  be- 
fore) that  you  fhall  think  moft  proper.         We  are,  very  cordially, 

Dear  Sir,  your  moft  humble  fervants, 

Dec.  8th.  8  o'clock  evening.  T.    HARRIS. 

J.  RUTHERFORD." 

"  Gentlemen, 

"  YOUR  intimation  of  my  not  treating  you  fairly,  in  the  beginning  of  your  letter, 
does  not  carry  that  air  of  cordiality  which  you  profefs  in  the  conclufion  of  it.  If 
there  are  fuch  cogent  reafons  for  difobeying  his  Majefty's  commands,  it  would  have 
been  kind  in  you  to  have  fuggefted  them,  as  I  muft  confefs  that  none  occurred  to 
me  which  I  durft  have  fubmitted  to  his  royal  notice.  The  opera  cannot  be  ready  on 
Thurfday,  and  muft  therefore  be  poftponed  till  next  week.  I  confefs  I  never 
thought  of  the  author's  fixth  night  j  and  as  the  firft  night  of  the  opera  ftood  for 
Friday,  in  the  plan  of  bufinefs  fent  you,  it  is  pity  it  did  not  occur  to  you  fooner, 
as  we  fhall  probably  be  confiderable  fufferers  by  the  alteration  ;  not  to  mention  the 
great  hardfhip  on  the  compofer,  who  is  detained  from  Bath,  to  his  great  incon- 
venience. I  am>  Gentlemen,  your  moft  humble  fervant, 

Covent  Garden,  Dec.  9,  1767.  G.  COL  MAN.**    , 

"SIR, 

"  YOUR  charging  us  with  inconfiftency  in  your  laji,  can  only  be  occafioned 
by  your  hafte  in  reading  it :  the  air  of  cordiality  which  toe  prof ejfed  in  the  conclufion,  was 
in  confidence  that  reafons  fufficient  would  occur  to  you  why  Cymbeline  fhould  be 
poftponed. 

Cymbeline  not  being  (as  we  are  informed)  in  the  lift  of  plays  fent  to  his  Majefty, 
and  the  fcenery,  decorations,  cafting,  &c.  &c.  not  being  yet  fixed  on,  you  may 
moft  certainly  dare  to  fubmit  reafons  to  his  Majefty's  royal  notice  why  Cymbeline 
cannot  for  the  prefent  be  exhibited,  if  your  paflion  to  oppofe  our  inclinations  does 
not  fway  you  in  a  ten  times  greater  degree,  than  your  defire  to  comply  with  What 
is  pretended  to  be  the  choice  of  his  Majefty. 

We  are  very  forry  the  opera  has  not  been  got  ready  long  fince,  and  that  the  com- 
pofer mould  fuftainthe  injury  of  being  kept  in  town  ;  but  ftill  remain  of  opinion, 
that  if  the  opera  cannot  appear  on  Thurfday  evening,  as  was  at  firft  fettled,  in  regard 
to  all  our  reputations,  it  cannot  be  produced  before  next  Monday.    We  are,  Sir, 

Your  moft  obedient  fervants, 

Surry  ftreet,  Dec.  9, 1767.  T.HARRIS. 

J  RUTHERFORD." 

■ 

•  Mr,  Kenrick,  author  of  the  Widow'd  Wife, 

F  The 
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The  next  day  I  met  them  at  the  Theatre,  and  fairly  told 
them,  that  it  was  impoffible  for  me  to  proceed  in  the  ma- 
.  nagement,  while  they  fo  ftudioufly  endeavoured  to  take  every  occafion 
to  make  me  uneafy  ;  that  Cymbeline  was  in  the  lift  of  plays  fubmitted  to 
his  majefty  at  the  beginning  of  the  feafon;  but  to  convince  them  that  I 
did  not  want  to  carry  any  points  but  fuch  as  were  conducive  to  the  ge- 
neral intereft,  which  I  had  always  meant  to  purfue,  I  was  refolved  to  refer 
my  conduct  to  thofe  who  had  embarked  their  property  with  us,  and  to 
their  own  friends  in  particular ;  that  it  was  a  wanton  piece  of  cruelty  to  be 
perpetually  trying  to  make  my  mind  miferable,  when  my  labours  rather 
deferved  their  thanks;  that  I  had  been  a  voluntary  flave  in  the  conduct  of 
their  property  ;  but  that  1  was  extremely  hurt  on  their  feeming  inclined 
to  treat  me  like  a  fervant  in  every  particular,  except  that  of  paying  me 
wages. 

They  received  this  expoftulation  on  my  part  with  more  temper  and 
moderation  than  ufual.  They  declared  that  they  had  repeatedly,  and  on 
all  occafions,  profeffed  how  much  they  thought  themfelves  obliged  to 
me;  and  no  longer  infifted  on  my  reprefenting  to  their  Majefties  that 
we  could  not  obey  their  Royal  Commands  refpecting  the  exhibition  of 
Cymbeline.  Mr.  Rutherford,  a  day  or  two  after,  lamented  the  little 
bickering  at  this  meeting,  profeffing  the  warmeft  cordiality  towards  me 
on  his  fide,  and  vouching  for  the  fame  fentiments  on  behalf  of  his  friend 
Mr.  Harris. 

j*.  The  rehearfals  of  Cymbeline  were  then  continued  without 

farther  interruption  or  remonftrance ;  and  on  Monday  the 
twenty-eighth  of  December  the  reprefentation  of  the  play  was  honoured 
•with  the  prefence  of  their  Majefties ;  after  whofe  departure  the  plays, 
_  as  ufual,  were  announced,    and,  among  the  reft,  Cymbeline 

again  for  the  fucceeding  Thurfday,  which  occafioned  the  fol- 
lowing notes : 

Monday  Evening,  10  o'clock,  Dec.  28th. 

"  Mr.  HARRIS  and  Mr.  Rutherford  prefent  compliments  to  Mr.  Colman. 

Are  much  concerned  that  he  directed  Cymbeline  to  be  given  out  this  evening. 
Mr.  Colman  is  well  acquainted  with  their  fentiments  on  that  fubject,  and  how 
much  it  is  their  defire  that  Cymbeline  fhould  for  the  prefent  be  poftponed.  They 
doubt  not  he  will  conduct  this  circumftance  accordingly." 

•«  Mr.  COLMAN  prefents  his  compliments  toMefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  and 
is  equally  concerned  and  furprized  at  their  repugnance  to  the  repetition  of  Cymbe- 
line; which  is  the  more  unexpected,  as  he  mentioned  to  Mr.  Harris  his  intention  to 
have  given  it  out  for  the  next  night,  had  it  not  been  for  the  indifpofition  of  Mr. 
Powell.  He  flatters  himfelf  they  mult  do  him  the  juftice  to  acknowledge  the  de- 
licacy which  has  been  ufed  towards  them  in  this  point.  As  this  play  had  unhappily 
been  the  caufe  of  diflenfion,  it  was  laid  afide  for  a  time,  and  at  length  refumed  and 

performed 
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performed  by  the  exprefs  command  of  their  Majeftiesj  to  whofe  royal  orders  it 
would  appear  an  indirect  affront,  to  difcontinue  a  performance,  fo  likely  to  redound 
to  the  intereft  and  credit  of  the  theatre;  at  the  fame  time  that  fuch  a  conduct  would 
be  a  publick  confirmation  of  the  evil  reports  of  difputes  amongft  the  managers. 
From  this  and  many  other  confiderations  which  their  own  good  fen fe  will  fuggeft 
to  them,  Mr.  Colman  flatters  himfelf,  that  on  cool  reflection,  they  will  chearfully 
concur  with  himfelf  and  Mr.  Powell." 
Dec.  39th. 

"  THE  compliments  of  Mr.  Rutherford  and  Mr.  Harris  wait  on  Mr.  Colman. 
It  is  certain  Mr.  C.  did  mention  his  defign  of  giving  out  Cymbeline  to  Mr.  H. 
which  exceedingly  furprized  him;  but  Mr.  H.  was  very  happy  to  hear  it  was  to  bi 
deferred,  both  on  account  of  the  hatred  he  ever  bears,  and  the  unwillingnefs  he  ha, 
about  him  always  to  enter  into  altercation,  and  that  there  would  be  time  to  tak? 
Mr.  R's  opinion.  The  advice  of  their  friends,  joined  to  their  cooleft  reflection 
ft  ill  fuggefts  to  them  the  abfolute  impropriety  of  reprefenting  the  play  of  Cymbe- 
line again  fo  foon  as  propofed. 

Their  united  and  molt  fincere  wifhes  are,  that  this  little  difference  may  end  here, 
and  no  more  may  ever  arife  ;  and  that  Mr.  C.  will,  in  fome  degree,  pay  attention 
to  their  fentiments :  feeing  that  vt'iW  make  their  happinefs  confift  in  entirely  purfuing 
thofe  of  Mr.  C. 

Surry  ftreet,  Tuefday  one  o'clock. 

I  was  now  credibly  informed  that,  during  the  rehearfal  of  the  play, 
wagers  had  been  laid  by  fome,  who  were  of  their  privy-council \  that 
Cymbeline  Would  never  be  performed  but  once.  We  had  been  at  great 
expence  in  the  decorations,  which  were  much  approved ;  the  play  was 
efteemed  a  creditable  performance  j  and  there  was  a  great  demand  for 
places  againft  any  future  reprefentation  of  it,  not  to  repeat  the  duty  in- 
cumbent on  us  to  teftify  the  utmoft  refpect  to  the  Royal  Order  by  which 
it  had  been  revived  at  our  Theatre.  The  expences  bellowed  on  the  play 
had  been  incurred  with  the  confent  and  approbation  of  MefT.  Harris  and 
Rutherford,  in  whom  it  was  therefore  the  more  unreafonable  to  preclude 
our  reaping  the  profits  that  might  refult  from  them.  It  appeared  alfo 
impofiible  to  keep  terms  with  men,  who  were  for  ever  feeking  occafions 
of  difpute.  On  thefe  confiderations  I  made  no  reply  to  the  above  note, 
and  continued  toadvertifothe  play. 

On  Wednefday,  Dec.  30,  paft  the  following  letters : 

"SIR, 
«  WE  abfolutely  difapprove  the  performance  of  Cymbeline  at  our  theatre  un- 
til further  confideration. 

Wednefday,  Dec.  30,  1767.  T.  HARRIS. 

J.  RUTHERFORD." 

To  George  Colman,  Efq.  ... 

F2  SIR, 
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«  S  I  R, 

•*  Our  right  to  forbid  the  reprefentation  of  the  above  play  we  draw  from  the 
articles  entered  into  by  yourfelf  and  us  ;  from  your  letter  of  the  firft  day  of  Nov. 
laft,  (which  runs  thus,  "  Any  meafure  againft  which  you  (hall  jointly  proteft  in 
writing  (hall  not  be  carried  into  execution)  ;  and  from  your  folemn  declaration,  to 
the  fame  purport,  in  prefence  of  Meff.  Woodward,  Smith,  Gibfon,  &c.  on  the 
id  of  the  (aid  November. 

It  is  with  the  lefs  regret  that  we  write  in  this  abfolute  manner,  as  our  repeated 
defires,  fignuSed  in  the  moft  refpectful  manner,  have  failed  to  make  the  leaft  im- 
preflion.  We  are  your  humble  fervants, 

Surry  ftreet,  Dec.  30th.  T,  HARRIS. 

J.  RUTHERFORD." 
To  Geo.  Colman,  Efq. 

**  Gentlemen, 
•  «*  I  HAVE  juft  received  your  mandate,  and  will  print  it  as  a  reafon  to  the  Pub- 
fick  for  performing  no  play  to-morrow. 
Dec.  30,  1767.  G.  COLMAN." 

*'  Gentlemen, 
"  GREAT  part  of  our  boxes  being  taken  for  the  play  of  Cymbeline,  great  da- 
mage muft  accrue  to  my  property,  by  your  method  of  proceeding  ;  I  muft  therefore 
apply  to  my  friends  and  the  Publick  for  rcdrefs.     I  moft  fincerejy  concur  with  Mr. 
Colman's  fentiments  above,  and  (hall  abide  by  his  determination,    lam, 

Your  moft  humble  fervant, 

W.  POWELL." 

"SIR, 

*'  IF  you  refufeto  give  directions  for  a  play  to-morrow  night,  we  (hall :  whether  they 
will  be  obeyed  or  not,  is  for  future  confideration.  What  you  are  pleafed  to  call 
our  mandate,  can  be  no  reafon  for  (hutting  up  the  theatre,  as  you  have  the  whole 
circle  of  the  drama  ^Cymbeline  excepted)  from  whence  to  elect  a  play. 

Whatever  damages  may  arife,  we  doubt  not  will  be  at  your  peril,  as  they  can 
only  enfue  from  your  committing  a  breach  of  the  moft  folemn  and  legal  engagements. 

We  are,  Sir,  your  humble  fervants. 

Surry  ftreet,  Wednesday  Dec.  30, 1767,  T.  HARRIS. 

4  o'clock,  P.  M.  J.  R  UT  H  E  R  F  O  R  D." 

The  following  notes  to  the  Prompter,  with  his  minutes  annexed,  will 
(hew  the  other  particulars  relative  to  this  tranfaction  : 

"  MR.  Rutherford  is  greatly  furprifed  that  Mr.  Younger  did  not,  as  ufuaUfend  him 

on  Saturday  laft  the  plan  of  the  enfuing  week's  bufinefs. Defires  that  he  will  be 

careful  not  to  omit  it  in  future,  and  that  he  will  this  evening  fend  to  Mr.  Ruther- 
ford the  account  of  plays  intended  for  the  remainder  of  the  week.'* 

Ncwman-ftreet,  Wetfnefday  noon,   30th  Dec . 

"  N.  B.  I  gave  the  plan  of  the  week's  bufinefs,  as  ufual,  on  Saturday  night  to 
Sam.  Besford,  for  both  Mr.  Rutherford  and  Mr.  Harris ;  but  fending  for  him  on 

Sunday 
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Sunday  morning,  (before  he  had  delivered  them)  and  giving  him  a  frefhonefor  each 
concerning  the  command,  he  thought  the  firft  of  no  confequence  and  burnt  them. — 
I  received  the  note  above  atone  o'clock,  and  directly  took  the  boy  with  me  to  Mr. 
Harris,  where  the  porter  faid  Mr.  Rutherford  was,  and  told  him  as  above  :  he  faid 
I  need  take  no  farther  trouble,  he  would  explain  it  to  Mr.  Rutherford." 

Second  Letter, 

"  MR.  Harris  and  Mr.  Rutherford  defire  Mr.  Younger  would  not  fail  to  come 
down  to  them  directly,  ifhecando  it  without  injury  to  the  reprefentation  of  the 
opera ;  otherwife  to  come  to  them  immediately  after  the  opera  is  over.** 

Surry-ftreet,  Wedneftfay  feven  o'clock,  30th  Dec. 

"  WENT  directly;  and  on  their  afking  what  orders  I  had  for  tomorrow,  told  them 
Mr.  Colman  had  informed  me  of  their  interdiction  of. Cymbetine,  and  that  he  wcJuI-3 
give  no  other  order  ;  but  that  Mr.  Powell  was  at  the  houfe,  and  faid  he  would  give 
it  out.  1  alfo  told  them  the  Merchant  of  Venice  and  Love- a-] a- mode  was  defigned  for 

Friday,  and  Philafter  for  Saturday.- They  gave  me  no  order  of  any  kind  (except 

to  fend  them  word  of  what  was  to  be  rehearfed  next  morning) — but  faid  they  fent 
for  me  to  have  ordered  a  play,  if  Mr.  Colman  refilled  doing  fo,  as  his  letter  to  them 
mentioned." 

Dec.  31.  Sent  for  by  MefT  Harris  and  Rutherford  to  Surry-ftreet :  told  them 
Mr.  Powell  ordered  the  giving  out  of  the  play  laft  night,  and  fent  himfelf  the  bills 
to  the  printer  ;  and  that  Mr.  Colman  had  given  no  theatrical  orders  fince,  though 
I  breakfaited  with  him.  J.  y.  Prompter." 

Open  hoftilities  were  now  recommenced,  and  every  effort  of  fpleen  and 
refentment  was  exerted  to  diftrefs  Mr.  Powell  and  myfelf  in  the  conduct 
of  the  Theatre.  The  Jingle  caufe  of  difference  was  not,  however,  to  be 
avowed  -,  but  *  repeated  and  aggravated  caufes  were  to  be  fuppofed.  The 
very  day  before,  if  I  would  but  pay  due  attention  to  their  ientiments, 
they  would  inttrely  pitrfue  mine  :  but  if  not,  they  would  not  only  oppofe 
my  fentiments,  it  ieems,  but  endeavour  to  blacken  and  afperle  both  our 
characters  with  the  charges  of  fraud  and  collufion :  but  when  the  reader 
has  gone  through  thefe  Iheets,  I  will  fubmit  it  to  his  decifion,  in  what 
quarter  there  has  been  the  mod  appearance  of  collufion. 

They  begun  their  firft  attack  on  the  exchequer,  and  lent  the 
following  letter  to  the  Treafurer  of  the  Theatre  : 

"  Mr.  Garton.  SIR, 

€<  YOU'LL  pleafe  to  prepare  your  accounts  for  our  hrfpe&ion  next  Friday  morn- 
ing nine  o'clock  j  and  you  are  on  no  account  to  difburfe  any  monies  between  this* 
and  that  time,  when  you  will  have  furthcB  directions. 

SIR,      Your  moft  humble fervants, 
Wednefday  night,  T..   HARRIS. 

Dec.  30th,  1767.  J.    RUTHERFORD," 

•  See  printed  Narrative,  p,  33. 


I  38  1 

They  next  attempted  to  ftorm  the  wardrobe,   as  will  appear 
by  the  following  letters  between  them  and  Mr.  Powell. 

"SIR, 
"  WE  defire  you  will  prefent  our  compliments  to  Mrs.  Powell,  and  acquaint 
her  that  we  defire  (he  will  be  pleated  to  fend  every  thing  in  her  pofTeffion  appertain- 
ing to  the  Theatre  to  the  wardrobe-keeper's-office,  as  we  intend  forthwith  to  examine 
the  ftatc  of  both  wardrobes : — that  you  will  alfo  inform  her  how  much  we  are  oblig- 
ed to  her  for  the  trouble  {he  has  hitherto  incurred  ; — but  requetl  {he  would  not  make 
any  further  purchafe  on  account  of  the  Theatre,  as  we  {hall  give  directions  to  the 
Treafurcr  to  pay  nothing  but  incidental  charges,  until  previouily  confented  to  by  us. 

Your  humble  fervants, 

SilrryVftreet)  t.    HARRIS, 

Thurfday evening,  3ilt Dec.  1*67.  J.    RUTHERFORD;* 

"Gentlemen, 
"  YOUR  directions  to  Mrs.  Powell  cannot  be  complied  with. — The  unappro- 
priated cloaths  belonging  to  the  Theatre  have  ever  been  kept  out  of  the  houfe  under 
the  care,  of  one  of  the  proprietors  ;  they  are  now  in  my  pofleflion,  always  free  for 
your  inflection,  and  forthcoming  for  the  proper  ufe  of  the  Theatre.  — However  you 
may  efteem  Mrs.  Powell  for  the  tare  and  trouble  {he  has  taken  to  herfelf  concern- 
ing the  property,  I  believe  every  gentleman  that  has  made  any  advance  in  the  pur- 
chafe, when  they  are  acquainted  with  it,  will  think  themfelves  greatly  obliged  to 
her.  Whatever  your  doubts  may  be  for  the  fafety  of  that  part  of  your  property  in 
my  pofTeffion,  I  know  not;  but  this  I  know,  that  my  conduft  has  hitherto  been 
fuch,  as  not  to  have  my  honefty,  or  Mrs.  Powell's,  called  in  queftion  :  fo  that  you 
may  be  allured,  your  property  is  ever  fafe  with  either  of  us. 

Your  humble  Servant, 

jft  January,  176S.  W.   POWELL." 

To  Mejf  H.   and  R. 

"  P.  §.  Mr.  Colman,  by  our  articles,  is  inverted  with  the  theatrical  as  well  as 
dramatic  direction  of  the  Theatre  ;  and  the  care  of  the  women's  wardrobe  and  that 
of  the  men's  wasdefired  by  Mr.  Colman  to  be  taken  by  Mrs  Powell  and  myfelf, 
without  any  objection  made  on  your  parts ;  and  therefore  We  fhall  pay  every  atten- 
tion to  the  department  for  the  good  of  the  property  and  the  pleafure  of  the  publick : 
and  you  muft  give  me  leave  to  tell  you,  that  you  {hall  find  I  am  hot  that  cypher,  even 
according  to  our  prefent  article,  as  you  feem  by  your  treatment  to  imagine. 

I  am  yours4 

W.   POWELL." 
^ 

Here  it  may  not  be  improper  to  mention,  that  there  had  been  fome 
little  altercation  the  preceding  day,  concerning  a  drefs  for  Mrs.  Lefilng- 
ham  •,  that  lady  having  taken  great  offence,  from  not  being  indulged  with 
a  gown  and  petticoat  to  play  a  chamber-maid  in  the  Clandeftine  Mar- 
riage. Tbe  directions  to  Mrs.  Powell  we  interpreted  as  an  intended  iniult 
to  her  hufband,  and  the  requefi  to  defijt  from  further  purcbafes  as  a  new 

mode 
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mode  of  diflxefiirig  and  embarraffing  us  in  our  affairs  ■  but  it  was  almoft 
impoffible  to  conceive  or  imagine  that  they  meant  to  ground  a  charge  of 
fraud  or  collufion  in  this  circumftance,  after  they  had,  by  the  advice  of 
Mrs.  Rich,  approved  of  keeping  the  unappropriated  cloaths  out  of  the 
wardrobe ;  and  had  not  only  joined  with  me  in  defiring  Mrs.  Powell  to 
take  the  care  of  them,  but  agreed  to  purchafe  Mr.  Rich's  dwelling- 
houfe  adjoining  to  the  Theatre  for  the  residence  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Powell, 
allowing  a  very  large  abatement  of  the  rent,  in  confideration  of  their  re- 
serving a  room  for  the  occafional  meetings  of  the  managers,  and  other 
apartments  for   the  purpole  of  lodging  therein  the  unappropriated  cloaths. 

As  MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford  were  now  to  ftand  forward  as 
acting  managers,  no  circumftance,  however  minute,  tending  to  im- 
prefs  an  idea  of  their  importance,  was  to  be  neglected  or  over- looked. 
On  the  fecond  of  January  therefore  the  Treafurerof  the  Theatre  received 
the  following  : 

"  Mr.  Garton.       SIR,, 

"  IT  would  have  been  proper  in  you  to  have  advertifed  the  different  tradesmen 
of  the  juft  form  of  addrefs  to  their  refpe£Hve  bills — — which  fhould  have  been  thus.: 
Harris,  Rutherford,  Colman,  and Powell  j  that  being  the  form  in  which  the  patent, 
&c.  is  conveyed  to  us. 

u  The  bills  we  now  fend  you,  as  far  as  we  are  concerned,  you  are  at  liberty  to 
pay,  with  the  refervation  exprefs'd — excepting  thofe  which  are  diffetendy  fubfcrib'd. 

Are,  Sir*  .Your  mod  humble  fervants, 
Surry-ftreet,  T.   HARRIS. 

Saturday,  Jan.  2d,  1768.  J.  RUTHERFORD." 

If  the  reader  recollects  the  dialogue  with  the  Prompter  touching  the 
word  fixed,  he  will  not  be  fo  much  furprifed  at  the  above  reprimand  to 
the  Treafurer.  Proper  orders,  however,  were  immediately  iffued  to  the 
tradefmen ;  and  it  is  hoped  that  all  who  may  hereafter  be  employed  in 
the  fervice  of  Covent-Garden  Theatre,  will  remember  to  addrefs  their 
refpe<5tive  bills  to  MeiT.   Harris  and  Co. 

The  fame  day  I  received  the  following  : 

"  SIR, 

"  THERE  is  now  fo  much  time  elapfed  fince  you  were  paid  for  your  intended 
alterations  of  the  tragedy  of  King  Lear,  that  we  think  proper  to  defire  you  forth- 
with to  produce  the  play,  or  pay  the  fum  you  have  received  on  that  account  again 
into  the  treafury  of  the  Theatre. 

H  If  you  will  take  the  latter  propofed  method,  it  will  be  by  far  the  moft  agreeable  to 

Your  humble  fervants, 
Surry-ftreet,  T.    HARR  I  S.- 

Saturday Morning*  2d  Jan.  1768.  J.    RUTHERFOR  D." 

Knowing, 
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Knowing  the  unquiet  fpirits  of  the  writers,  I  looked  upon  this  letter, 
as  well  as  that  to  Mr.  Powell,  to  be  nothing  more  than  a  frefh 
Jan.i  jnj-y]^  thac  cheir  rdentments  to  me  might  keep  pace  with  their 
inftanccs  of  fpleen  to  Mr.  Powell.  I  muft  own  I  never  expected  to  be 
called  on  for  a  jollification  of  my  character  in  a  tranfaction  of  this  nature  ; 
and  I  am  very  well  convinced,  that  the  gentlemen  themfelves  never 
thought  of  exhibiting  fo  fcandalous  a  charge,  till  after  the  fecond  repre- 
fentation  of  the  play  of  Cymbcline.  This,  and  the  other  afiertions  rela- 
tive to  Mr.  Powell's  going  to  Briftol,  as  well  as  the  infinuations  con- 
cerning the  wardrobe,  and  Mrs.  Yates's  engagement,  will  appear  to  be 
the  moft  exceptionable  parts  of  MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford's  conduct. 
Paffion  is  a  humin  frailty,  and  therefore  in  fo'me  degree  excuiable  ;  but 
rancour  and  malice,  fupported  by  falfhood,  are  diabolical. 

The  affairs  of  the  wardrobe  have  been  already  confidered.  The  matters 
of  King  Lear,  and  Mr.  Powell's  going  to  Briftol  in  the  fummer,  were 
N  both  agitated  fo  long  ago  as  on  Thurfday  the  26th  of  November, 

and  the  fubftance  of  what  pad  was  as  follows : 

I  told  them  that  the  money  artfing  from  my  night,  as  author  of  the 
Oxonian  in  Town,  lay  as  yet  in  the  ofHce ;  but  that  as  I  was,  by  our 
articles,  to  be  paid  for  every  thing  which  I  did  in  fuch  a  capacity,  I 
would,  if  they  thought  proper,  take  the  clear  receipt  of  the  houfe  that 
night,  as  a  conftderation  for  ray  infertions  in  the  Rehearfal  at  the 
opening  of  the  Theatre,  and  my  alteration  of  King  Lear;  adding,  that 
the  alteration  of  Lear  had  given  me  more  trouble  than  that  of  Philafter, 
for  which  I  had  a  night  at  Drury-Lane  ;  but  that  as  it  did  not  abfolutely 
add  a  play  to  our  catalogue,  and  as  it  was  a  work  I  mould  never  have 
undertaken  had  I  not  been  engaged  in  the  direction  of  a  theatre,  I  mould 
be  very  well  contented  with  fuch  a  confideration  for  my  trouble.  They 
aflced  if  I  had  not  better  refer  all  thofe  matters  to  the  end  of  the  feafon. 
I  replied,  with  all  my  heart  •,  that  I  did  not  mean  to  a(k  it  as  a  favour  ; 
but  that  as  I  believed  I  mould  do  nothing  more  of  that  fort  this  year,  and 
as  the  money  happened  t«  be  in  the  office,  thofe  circumftances  had  in- 
duced me  to  mention  the  matter  at  that  time.  Mr.  Powell  declared  his 
opinion,  that  the  demand  was  a  very  moderate  one,  and  that  he  thought 
I  might  very  reafonably  have  claimed  a  night.  I  faid  that,  whenever  I 
produced  my  alteration  of  the  Silent  Woman,  I  mould  be  undoubtedly  en- 
titled to  one  for  that  piece  ;  but  in  the  prelent  inftance  I  mould  be  very 
well  fausfied  with  the  fum  then  in  the  office  :  whereupon  it  was  unani- 
moufly  agreed,  that  I  mould  take  out  the  clear  receipt,  which  amounted 
to  64/.  5  j.  more  than  was  due  to  me  as  author  of  the  Oxonian  in  Town. 
The  above  letter,  infolent  as  it  is,  does  not  deny  my  having  btenpaidby 
their  confent ;  but  it  is  particularly  happy  for  me,  that  Mr.  Hutchinfon, 

a   gentle- 
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i  gentleman  whofe  integrity  has  heretofore  extorted  even  their  approha- 
tion,  was  prefect  at  this  fcene,  andean  vouch  for  the  truth  of  this  re- 
lation. 

•    But,  fays  the  invidious  note  to  the  printed  Narrative*,  This  is  a  cujto- 
wary  liberty  taken  from  time  to  time  with  this  -play  in  the  reprefentction ; 
and,  particularly,  by  the  celebrated  manager  of  Drury  Lane,    who,  we  arc 
affured,  never  charged  a  fingle  farthing  to  his  brother  patentee  for  fuch  fer- 
vices.     If  the  celebrated  manager  of  Drury  Lane  had  ever  attempted  to 
execute  my  projected  plan  of  altering  King  Lear,    my  labours  on  this 
occafion   would   undoubtedly  have  been  fuperfeded  ;    but  that  he  never 
charged  a  fingle  farthing  to  his  brother  patentee  far  fuch  fervices  -f,  both  he 
and  his  brother  patentee  know  to  be  falfe  ;  and   that  juftly  celebrated 
manager  himfelf,  more  than  once,  propofed  to  me  to  join  with  him  in  a 
reform  of  the  theatre,    wherein  thole    pieces    which  did   not  require  Q> 
much  alteration  as  to  entitle  the  new  editor  to  a  benefit-night,  were  to 
be  rewarded  by  a  certain  fum  for  each  play.     My   revifal  of  Kine;  Lear 
falls  directly  under  that  defcription  ;    and,  I  believe,  the  manager  him- 
felf will  allow,  that  I  have  had  no  more  than  a  quantum  meruit  for  my 
trouble  •,  nay,  I  will  fubmit  to  be  tried  by  a  theatrical  jury,    with  that 
manager,    as  he  ever  ought  to  be,    at   their  head  ;    and  I  will  forfeit 
double  the  fum,  if  my  foreman  does  not  bring  me  in  not  guilty.     That 
he  has  been  paid  for  his  fervices   is  moil   certain,  as  it  is  mod  certain ; 
that  he  has  been  paid  no  more  than  he  has  very  fairly  earned.     He  was 
pleated  to  tell  me,  that  I  fhould  find  my  trouble,  as  acting- manager, 
would  very  well  deferve  500  1.  a  year  ;  and  to  add,  that  he  would  give 
my  partners   500  1.  a  year,  if  they  would  not  fuffer  me  to  be  acting- 
manager.     Thefe  were  his  fentiments  and  expreffions  at  that  time  ;  but, 
as  Abraham  fays  in  Harlequin's  Invafion,  thofe  happy  days  are  over. 

The  other  affair  ftands  thus  : 

On  the  28  th  of  May,  when  the  article  relative  to  Mr.  Powell's 
falary,  &c.  was  figned,  when  Mr.  Hutchinfon,  who  prepared  it,        ay  *  " 
firlt    read  that    claufe,  wherein  it  was  to   be   agreed,  that   none  of  the 

*  See  their  Narrative,  p.  13. 

f  On  a  revifal  of  this  page,  and  a  fecond  reference  to  their  printed  Narrative,  I  find,  that 
their  note  in  p.  13,  concerning  the  cuftomary  liberty  taken  with  this  play  in  reprefentation,  alludes 
to  the  play  of  The  Rehearfal;  not  to  King  Lear.  In  that  inftance  Mr.  Shuter,  as  well  as 
every  former  Bays,  took  the  fame  liberty,  and  charged  nothing  extraordinary  for  fuch  fervices. 
But  the  ufual  extempore  pleafantries  of  the  a&or  in  this  character,  are  very  different  in  point 
of  quantity,  not  to  fay  quality,  from  thofe  written  additions  which  they  are  pleafed  to  call 
the  tnfertion  ofafenv  lutes  %.  How  much  of  the  64I.  5s.  Meff.  R.  and  H.  are  pleafed  to  charge 
to  this  account,  I  cannot  tell  ;  but  my  agreement  gave  me  an  undoubted  right  to  receive  a 
consideration  for  them  :  and,  few  and  trifling  as  they  are  pleafed  to  call  thefe  additions,  on 
whatever  occafion  they  ihall  produce  the  like,  I  will  convince  them  I  have  not  been  over-paid. 

J^leff.  R,  and  H.'s  Narrative,  p.  13. 
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parties  fhould*  after  tbejirjl  of  Oclober*  aft*  write*  or  have  any  concern  in 
any  other  theatre*  Mr.  Powell  abfolutely  refilled  to  fign  it,  alledging  the 
ncceflky  he  mould  be  under  to  retain  his  property  at  Briftol,  at  leaft  for 
fome  years,  injuftice  both  to  himlelf  and  his  family;  who,  notwith- 
ftanding  the  emoluments  that  might  accrue  from  our  intended  purchafe, 
would  be  extremely  diftreffed  and   pinched  in  their  income,  till 

y  a  '  he  had  paid  off  the  money,  principal  as  well  as  imerelt,  bor- 
rowed on  the  occafion.  After  two  or  three  hours  debate,  he,  with  great 
reluctance,  fee  his  hand  to  the  article;  and  I  will  venture  to  fay,  that 
my  arguments  and  warmth  on  the  occafion  induced  him  to  confent  to 
it.  At  the  fame  time,  to  mark  our  fenfe  of  his  compliance  in  this  in- 
ftance,  he  was  promifed,  by  Meflrs.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  as  well  as 
myfelf,  that  *  to  indemnify  him*  in  fome  meafure  at  leaft,  for  the  lofs  he 
fijculd  fujiain  by  not  acling  at  Brijiol  in  the  fummer*  fhould  be  a  matter  of 
our  future  consideration. 

After  the  completion  of  the  purchafe,  and  our  opening  the  theatre, 
Mr.  Powell  frequently  took  occafion  to  mention  this  matter,  and  defired 
to  know  on  what  footing  this  affair*  was  to  (land,  that  he  might  deter- 
mine in  what  manner  to  conduct  himfelf,  in  regard  to  his  connections  in 
Briftol.  Meff.  Rutherford  and  Harris,  for  a  long  time,  found  means 
to  evade  giving  a  determinate  anfwer  ;  but,  on  the  26th  of  November,. 
Mr.  Powell  defiring  a  categorical  anfwer,  they  told  him  they  would 
give  him  leave  to  go  to  Briftol ;  that  they  had  altered  their  fentiments 
on  this  head,  and  conceived  the  reputation  of  each  patentee  to  be  as 
diftinct  as  his  perfon,  and  that  the  actions  of  one  individual  would  be 
no  derogation  to  the  character  of  another ;  that  they  were  even  reduced, 
though  with  great  regret,  to  plead  poverty  on  the  occafion  ;  for,  as  the 
money  laid  down  for  the  purchafe  was  not  all  their  own,  what  v/ith  the 
payment  of  intereft,  and  the  large  incomes  they  had  given  up  by  aban- 
doning trade,  their  abilities  to  oblige  Mr.  Powell  did  not  keep  pace 
with  their  inclinations;  befides  which,  it  was  to  be  confidered,  that  both  Mr, 
Powell  and  myfelf  derived  emoluments  from  the  theatre,  in  which  they 
had  no  (hare  :  but  however,*  to  fhow  their  unwillingnefs  to  deprive  him  of 
any  pecuniary  advantage*  they^  afj'ented  to  his  going  f  and  ordered  Mr. 
Hutchinfon  to  draw  up  a  proper  form  of  permiffion,  in  writing,  on  the 
fpot,  to  be  immediately  figned  by  Mr.  Colmao  and  themfelves.  To 
this,  however,  Mr.  Colman  would  by  no  means  confent,  faying,  that 
he  originally  oppofed  Mr.  Powell's  going  to  Briftol  propter  dignitatem* 
thinking  it  inconfiftent  with  his  prefent  fituation  ;  but  that  if  they  had 
furmounted  that  obftacle,  he  had  no  ftronger  objections  to  urge  a- 
gainft  it ;  though  he  would  never  fuffer  it  to  appear  under  his   hand, 

*  See  their  printed  Narrative,  p.  14.  +  Ibid.  p.  15. 
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that,  for  the  fake  of  refufing  fome  rafcal  counters  to  his  friend,-  he  would 
fuffer  him  to  bring  an  imputation  on  them  all.     To  (hew  however,  that 
he  did  not   mean  to   counteract  Mr.  Powell's   intention,  or  their  per- 
million,  he  propofed  to  add  to  that  claufe  in   the  article  relative  to  the 
parties  not  being  concerned  in   any  other  theatre,  the  words  within  ten 
miles  of  London -,  by  the  infertion  whereof,   Mr.  Powell  would  be  at  li- 
berty to  follow  his  own  inclinations,  without  rendering  Mr.  Colman  re- 
fponfible  for  a  conduct  which  he  did  not  approve,  and  would  be  glad  to 
find  proper  means  to  prevent.     As  to  the  feparate  emoluments  of  Mr„ 
Powell  and  himfelf,  he  reminded  Meff.  Rutherford  and  Harris,  that  they 
were  no  more  than  they  muft  neceffarily  pay  to  other  actors  and  authors  ; 
and  that,  as  Mr.  Powell  and  Mr.  Colman  paid  each  a  fourth  of  it  them- 
felves,  their  particular  advantages  from  their  labours  were  lefs  than  thofe 
of  others  in  the  fame  fituation  ;  but  that,    fuch  as  they  were,  if  Meff*. 
Harris  and   Rutherford  would  *  enacl  tragedies,  or  write  comedies,  they 
would  be  entitled  to  the  like.     As  to  Mr.  Colman's  \\  going  fo  far  as  to 
injift  warmly  on  the  reafonablenefs  and  equity  of  Mr.  Powell's  demand  of  a  be- 
nefit  on   this  occafion,  it  is  abfolutely  falfe,  for  which   I   appeal  to  Mr. 
Hutchinfon.     Such  a  demand,  I  really  think,  after  the  tranfaction  of  the 
28th  of  May,  would  have  been  both  reafonable  and  equitable  ;  but,  to 
the  beft  of  my  knowledge  and  belief,    the  mode  of  compenfation  was 
not  mentioned,  nor  any  fuch  demand  then  made  by  Mr.  Powell. 

By  this  time  the  reader  will  be  tolerably  enabled  to  judge  how  far 
the  narratives,  printed  and  manufcript,  drawn  up  by  the  authority  of 
Meff.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  are  fupported  by  indubitable  and  authentick 
evidence^.  Their  account  of  the  engagement  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Yates 
is,  in  point  of  exactnefs  and  veracity,  confident  with  the  reft  of  their 
narration.  The  very  date  is  erroneous,  purpofely  erroneous,  like  that 
of  the  firft  material  tranfaction  between  us.  Their  Narratives  -f  would  in- 
finuate  the  engagements  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Yates  to  be  fubfequent  to 
the  tranfactions  of  the  fecond  of  November ;  thereby  meaning  to  con- 
ceal, as  they  have  always  mod  induftrioufly  endeavoured,  the  real  caufe 
of  thofe  violent  difputes,  and  to  hold  up  Mil's  Ward  as  the  object  of 
contention.  She  never  was,  on  any  occafion,  rendered  an  object  of  con- 
tention •,  though  the  note  in  their  Narrative  §  relative  to  fome  perfonal  al- 
tercation, on  account  of  cafting  the  parts  of  Cymbeline,  exprefly  fays,  in  di- 
rect contradiction  to  the  living  teftimony  of  the  whole  theatre,  Mr. 
Colman  wanting  Mifs  W —  to  play  the  part  of  Imogen  -,  which  Harris  and 
Rutherford  conceived  would  be    better  fupplied  by  Mrs.    L — ,  who  had 

*  See  printed  Narrative,  p.  35.  ||  Ibid.  p.  14.  J  See  Apology  prefixed 

to  the  printed  Narrative.  f  See  primed  Narrative,  p.  11,  §   Ibid.  p.  15. 
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PLATED    IT     THE     PRECEDING     SEASON     AT     DRURY     LANE.      Off  MrS. 

Yates's  joining  the  company  however,  and  refufing  to  give  up  the  part,  it 
was  affigned  to  neither.  The  poor  flimfy  fallacy  of  their  whole  reprefen- 
tation  of  this  matter  mult  be  evident  to  every  perfon  who  has  read  the 
foregoing  pages  of  this  true  ftate  of  the  cafe.  Mifs  Ward's  claim  to  the 
character  had  never  been  fet«up  with  an  air  of  contradiction  to  their  fcn- 
timents  ;  was  never  maintained  in  competition  with  Mrs.  Leffingham  ; 
and  was  wholly  withdrawn  within  eight  days  after  opening  the  theatre. 
Mrs.  Yates  was  engaged  on  the  twelfth  of  October  •,  actually  played 
Jane  Shore  on  the  fixteenth ;  and  whether  the  character  of  Imogen  mould 
be  performed  by  Mrs.  Yates  or  Mrs.  LefTingham,  was  notorioufly  the 
whole  fubject- matter  of  the  violent  heats  and  animofities  from  the 
twenty-ninth  of  October  to  the  fccond  of  November.  Yet,  fay  Meff. 
Harris  and  Rutherford,  in  their  printed  narrative,  after  having  con- 
cluded their  garbled  account  of  thofe  tranfactions,  "The  *  reconciliation 
which  ensued  gave  Harris  and  Rutherford  fome  reafon  to  hope  that  af- 
fairs would  now  be  carried  on  in  an  amicable  manner.  They  were  very 
soon  however  surprized  with  Mr.  Colman's  having  taken  upon  him  t§ 
engage  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Yates,:  an  afifertion,  in  refpect  to  its  chronology, 
which  the  very  authority  of  the  play-bills  is  fufficient  to  confute. 

Still,  however,  (fay  they)  Mr.  Colman  engaged  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Yates ; 
and  the  rf  furprife  of  Harris  and  Rutherford  was  the  greater,  as  all  the  four, 
in  a  consultation  held  fome  days  before,  had  been  unanimoujly  of  a  con- 
trary opinion.  The  only  confutation  that  I  recollect:  on  this  affair  was,  that 
I  had  one  day  the  honour  of  all  the  proprietors  under  my  roof  at  din- 
ner ;  after  which  the  fubject  was  ftarted,  I  believe  by  Mr.  Powell,  who 
leemed  very  defirous  of  forming  fuch  an  engagement.  Mr.  Rutherford 
alio  feemed  to  lean  to  his  opinion :  I  was  not  wholly  difinclined  to  it, 
provided  we  could  obtain  Mrs.  Yates  without  her  hufband,  whole  affiftr 
ance,  excellent  as  he  is,  as  our  company  ftood,  we  did  not  fo  much 
need  :  Mr.  Harris  was  wholly  averfe  to  our  thinking  of  either. 

It  was  then  generally  faid  that  Mr.  Barry  and  Mrs.  Dancer  were  not 
to  return  to  Dublin;  and  on  the  Saturday  following  the  latter  was  pub- 
lickly  announced,  after  the  play  at  Drury  Lane,  to  perform  there  on  the 
fucceeding  Wednefday.  The  impatience  and  anxiety  of  Mr.  Powell 
could  then  no  longer  be  fubdued.  He  preft  me  in  the  molt  earned  man- 
ner to  permit  him  to  enter  into  a  ferious  negotiation  with  Mrs.  Yates ; 
adding,  that  he  though:  I  carried  my  punctilious  delicacy  towards  the 
managers  of  Drury  Lane  much  too  far ;  that  if  Mr.  Barry  and  Mrs. 
Dancer  had  crofied  the  water,  and  Mrs.  Yates  had  ftill  been  ftanding 
*ut  upon  terms,  it  would  perhaps  have  been  illiberal  to  interfere  \  but 

•  P.  n.  t  P-»3* 
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that  fince  the  managers  of  Drury  Lane  had  thought  proper  to  take  Mr. 
Barry  and  Mrs.  Dancer  into  their  houfe,  ftill  leaving  an  opening  for 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Yates,  he  did  not  think,  in  juftice  to  ourfelves,  that  we 
ought  to  omit  ftrengthening  our  company  with  fo  popular  an  act  re  fs  as 
Mrs.  Yates.  Thefe  arguments  had,  in  my  opinion,  fo  much  weight, 
that  I  told  him  I  mould  be  glad  to  know  whether  Mrs.  Yates  would 
join  us  alone.  This,  on  his  application  to  her,  (he  refufed  ;  whereupon 
Mr.  Powell  intreated  me,  n  I  had  the  lead  regard  for  his  '  „ 
peace  of  mind,  or  his  reputation,  to  engage  both.  We  went 
together  to  Mr.  Harris's  houfe  in  Surry  Street.  Mr.  Harris  was  out  of 
town.  We  then  went  to  Mr.  Rutherford's  in  Newman  Street.  Mr. 
Rutherford  alfo  not  being  to  be  found,  a  note  was  left,  requefting  the 
favour  of  leetng  him  at  the  theatre,  on  earneft  bufjnefs,  next  morning 
by  ten  or  eleven  o'clock.  We  waited  till  near  noon,  at  which  time  we 
fet  out  for  Mr.  Yates's  at  Mortlake,  leaving  the  following  letter  ^ 
from  Mr.  Powell  for  Mr.  Rutherford. 

"Dear  Sir,  Paft Eleven. 

"  SINCE  I  had  the  pleafure   to  fee  you,  I  find  that  Mr.  G has  engaged 

B and  Mrs.  D ;  and  1,  yefterday,  had  the  moft  affured  intelligence,  that 

they  had  complied  to  give  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Y their  own  terms,  the  confequence 

of  which  you  muft  fee that  they  would  do  every  play  in,  fuch  a  manner,  with 

B— ■ — ,  D ,  and  Y ,   that  we  fhould  not  be  able  to  make  the  leaft  ftand 

againft  them;  and  in  fuch  cafe,  my  reputation  as  an  a&or  (ftanding  alonej  muft 
fink ;  which  to  prevent,  I  would,  for  my  own  fake,  withdraw  myfelf  from  the  ftage, 

for  a  time,  as  an  actor.     Yefterday  I  faw  Mrs.  Y ,  who  has  generoufly  given 

me  the   preference,  and  will  not  clofe  with  Mr.  G-  ■       till  ihe  hears  from  me, 

which  muft  be  this  morning.     The  moment  I  came  to  town  from  Mrs.  Y r 

laft  night  I  called  with  Mr.  Colman,  at  both  your  houfe6,  in  hopes  to  have  con- 
fuhed  and  got  your  confent  to  engage  them.  I  applied  again  this  morning,  but 
could  not  have  the  pleafure  to  fee  you.  We  have  now  waited  to  the  laft  moment  -3 
it  is  the  very  crifis  of  my  fate  and  fortune ;  my  everlafting  welfare  is  on  the  engag- 
ing thefe  people ;  and  it  is  Mr.  Colman's  fentiments,  that  at  all  events  the  moment 
fhould  not  be  loft  ;  and  I  think,  when  you  come  to  hear  how  we  are  befet,  you  will 
happily  concur.  We  are  now-gone  to  Mortlake  to  complete  it,  and  hope  you  will 
fay  amen.    I  am  very  unhappy  till  it  is  done.  Your's, 

W.  POWELL." 

This  letter  plainly  declared  that  we  were  gone  to  Mortlake  to  complete  the 
engagement  with  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Yates :  and  that  this  intelligence  was  not 
very  unpleafing  to  Mr.  Rutherford;  and  that  be,  at  leaft,  did  not  then 
regard  it  as  another  grofs  breach  of  the  articles  between  us,  may  be  col- 
lated from  the  following  note,  which  I  found  on  my  table  at  my  re- 
turn. 

•         «  I  Re-. 
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f*  I  Received  this  inftant  (my  dear  friends)  Mr.  Powell's  letter.  FT.  dines  with 
me  ;  and  if  you  have  any  immediate  occafion  to  recur  to'us,  we  are  to  be  found  in 
Ncwman-ftreet  from  four  to  fix;  fliall  be  at  the  theatre  foon  after  fix  ;  hope  to  find 
you  both  there.  Yours  moft  fincercly, 

Half  pall  1  a,  morn.  J-  **• 

To  G.  Colman,  Efq.  or  W.  Powell,  Efq. 

That  I  did  not  offer  to  carry  matters  with  fo  high  a  hand,  as  the  gen- 
tlemen are  pleafed  to  reprefent,  will  appear  from  my  anfwer  to  the  above 
note. 

Monday  4  o'clock.    Since  returned  from  Mortlake. 

"  Dear  Friend, 
««  THE  deed  is  done;  done  on  my  part  with    fear  and  trembling,  becaufe  we 
had  not  the  good  fortune  to  meet  with  you  beforehand ;  but  I  think,  nay  am  fure, 
it  is  for  the  beft.  I  have  particular  company  to  dinner,  or  would  have  flown  to  you ; 
but  will  get  to  the  theatre  as  foon  as  my  company's  departure  fhall  releafe  me. 

Yours,  duly  and  truly, 

G.  C. 
To  J.  Rutherford,  Efq. 

In  the  evening  I  went  to  the  theatre ;  and,  from  the  whole  tenor  of 
Mr.  Rutherford's  behaviour,  which  was  agreeable  to  the  fpirit  of  his 
letter,  I  concluded,  I  ftill  think  not  without  reafon,  that  he 
was  very  well  fatisfied  with  what  we  had  done,  thinking  it  a 
meafure  conducive  to  the  intereft  and  reputation  of  the  theatre.     Mr. 
Harris,  however,  it  mud  not  be  diflembled,  appeared  extremely  diffa- 
tisfied,  conftruing  Mr.  Powell's  letter  as  a  menace,  and  declaring  his 
right  to  think  their  confent  necejfary  to  our  forming  an  engagement  of  fo  much 
expend  and  confequence\.     I  acknowledged  that  right;  and  allured   him 
that  Mr.  Powell's  letter  was  not  intended  as  a  menace  •,  that,  confider- 
ing  the  tragick  (landing  army  of  Drury  Lane,  occafionally  reinforced  by 
Mr.  Garrick  himfelf,  if  we  ever  meant  to  ufe  a  bowl  or  a  dagger  this 
feafon,  1   thought  the  meafure  was  right  •,  but  that  if,  after  all,  Mr. 
Rutherford  and  himfelf  fhould  declare  themfelves  to  be  of  a  contrary 
opinion,  Mr.  Powell  and  myfelf  would  chearfully  defray  the  expence  of 
that  engagement,  being  confeious  that  there  was  an  irregularity,  In  hav- 
ing formed  it  without  having  previoufly  obtained  their  afient  to  it.     At 
length  Mr.  Powell  intreated  Mr.  Harris,  if  he  had  any   regard  for  his 
(Mr.  Powell's)  fame  or  happinefs,  to  mew   no  farther  repugnance  to 
the  meafure ;    whereupon  Mr.   Harris  declared  he  would  never  fay  any 
thing  farther  aga'mft  it.     How  far   Mr.  Harris  has  kept  his  word,  or 
how  far  Mr.  Rutherford's   lubfequent  conduft  has  been  agreeable  to 

•  t  Printed  Narrative,  p.  i». 
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his  behaviour  at  that  period,  the  reader  is  left  to  determine  j  and 
their  objection  to  this  engagement,  on  account  of  the  expence  of  it, 
may  be  eftimated  by  their  conference  with  Mrs.  Yates,  as  well  as  their 
letter  to  her,  on  the  29th  of  October.  Whether  this  engagement  has 
enabled  us  to  add  to  the  publick  entertainment,  the  Publick  will  judge 
for  themfelves. 

But  here  again  occurs  another  inftance  of  collufion ;  for  *  Mr.  Powell 
became  entitled  to  the  addition  of  100 1,  to  his  f alary :  and  it  -f-  is  to  be  re- 
marked that  Mr.  V/oodward'  s  engagement  was  antecedent  to  Mr.  Pcwelfs 
article ;  by  virtue  of  which  he  was  entitled  to  a  larger  falary  than  any  "per- 
former hereafter  to  be  engaged.  The  reader  is  defired  to  obferve,  that 
Mr.  Powell's  article  with  us,  as  a  Performer,  was  figned,  as  appears  by 
the  date,  on  the  28th  of  May,  fome  weeks  before  we  were  in  pofieflion  of 
the  patents  ;  and  I  will  appeal  to  Mr.  Hutchinfon  before-mentioned,  who 
drew  the  article,  and  whofe  name  appears  as  a  witnefs  to  it,  as  well  as  to 
the  confciences  of  all  the  parties  who  figned  it,  whether  the  whole  fcope 
and  intention  of  that  article  was  not  to  fecure  to  Mr.  Powell  the  firft  fala- 
ry in  the  theatre.  In  what  manner  a  court  of  law  might  conftrue  the 
words  to  be  engaged',  and  how  far  the  cafual  circumftance  of  Mr. 
Woodward's  being  in  articles  with  the  preceding  patentees,  at  a  higher 
falary,  might  render  him  an  exception  ;  I  will  not  pretend  to  decide  : 
but  before  Mr.  T.  Harris  ventures  another  comparifon  \  between  Mr. 
Powell's  difingenuity  and  his  own  generofity,  we  would  advile  him  not  to 
infift  on  the  above  conftruction.  Mr.  Woodward's  excellence  in  his 
profeffion  is  very  well  known  :  but  does  he,  excellent  as  he  is,  deferve  a 
iuperior  falary  to  Mr.  Powell  ?  And  will  any  reader  of  common  fenfe 
conceive  it  to  be  the  meaning  of  any  of  the  parties  concerned,  to  rate 
Mr.  Powell  lower  than  Mr.  Woodward  ? — This,  however,  is  the  ground 
of  the  black  charge  of  collufion  between  Mr.  Powell  and  Mr.  Colman, 
by  which  finifter  method  they  were  to  add  100  1.  to  Mr.  Powell's  falary  ; 
fifty  of  which  they  were  of  neceffity  to  pay  themfelves,  and  to  divide 
the  remaining  fifty  between  them.  Add  to  which,  that  eftimating  Mr. 
Yates's  falary  at  300  1.  which  added  to  that  of  Mrs.  Yates's,  amounted  to 
the  grofs  fum  of  800 1.  Mr.  Colman  and  Mr.  Powell,  by  a  moft  re- 
fined ftroke  of  policy,  contrived  to  pay  200  1.  each  out  of  their  pock- 
ets, for  the  fake  of  receiving  five  and  twenty.  Hence  appears  the  great 
utility  of  the  narratives  of  MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  who  thought 
it  incumbent  on  them,  as  well  injujlification  of  themfelves,  as  out  ofrefpeel  to  the 
Publick,  to  prevent,  as  far  as  lies  in  their  power,  any  misrepresenta- 
tion OF  FACTS. 

*  Printed  Narrative,   p.  13.  f  Note  to  ibid.  J  Note  to  ibid.  p.  26. 

U  See  Apology  to  their  printed  Narrative, 

The 
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The  relation  of  thefe  tranfaftion*,  which  naturally  fdl  under  the 
charges  of  collnf.on  and  fraud,  carried  on  between  me  and  Mr.  Powell, 
has  neceffarily  turned  the  tide  of  my  narrative,  which  will  now  run  on, 
as  it  began,  in  the  regular  courfe  of  time. 

j,n.  T.        On  the  flrft  of  January  the  treafurer  of  the  theatre  received  the 
*r68-      following  letter : 
''SIR, 

"  YOU  have  oar  pcrmiffion  to  pay  the  accuftomed  weekly  fahries,  and  the  in- 
cidental charges  of  mufic,  properties,  and  fupernumerary  performers  ;  but  you  arc 
not  to  pay  any  other  Aim  of  money  whatfoever  (Mr.  Harris's  fourth  part  of  the 
balance  of  cafh  excepted)  unlets  certified  for  payment  under  our  hands.    We  are, 

Sir,  your  moft  humble  Servants, 
Surry  Street,  T.  HARRIS. 

Wedneid'ay,  Jan.  ift.  i76«.  J.  RUTHERFORD.'. 

To  Mr.  Jonathan  Garton,  Treafurer  of  Ctvent- Garden  Theatre. 

I 

As  Meff.  Harris  and  Rutherford  had,  on  former  occafions,  declared, 
that,  fooner  than  fuffcr  the  fordid  confederation  of  intereft  to  controul 
them,  they  would  fee  the  theatre  in  flames*,  we  began  to  think  it  night- 
ly necefiary  to  call  in  fome  cool  and  difpaffionate  perfons,  whofe  inter- 
pofuion  might  adjuft  our  differences ;  and  to  prove  that  we  were  in  ear- 
heft  in  fuch  an  appeal,  we  thought  it  the  moll  unqueftionable  mark  of 
candour,  to  fhow  ourfelves  willing  to  refer  the  confederation  of  our  dif- 
ferences to  the  particular  friends  of  Men".  Rutherford  and  Harris.  In- 
deed we  the  more  readily  recurred  to  this  method,  having  propofed  it, 
as  the  reader  may  recollect,  not  without  fuccefs,  on  a  former  occafion. 
To  avoid,  however,  the  molt  diftant  appearance  of  any  clandeftine  trans- 
action, the  following  letters,  to  their  friends  and  to  themfelves,  were 
difpatched  at  one  and  the  fame  inftant. 

"SIR, 
"  AS  you  are  a  particular  friend  and  acquaintance  of  Mr.  Rutherford,  your 
prefence  is  earneftly  requefted  at  the  King's  Arms  tavern  in  Cornhill,  nextTuefday 
at  one  o'clock,  to  meet  fome  other  perfon9  on  affairs  immediately  relative  to  the 
moft  eflential  intereits  of  Covent-Garden  Theatre.       We  are, 

Sir,  your  moft  obedient  humble  Servants, 
Jin.  ift.  1*68.  G.  COLMAN. 

Wm.  POWELL." 
To  Charles  Foul  is,  Efq;  at  TVoodford-Row,  Effex. 

Others  to  the  fame  purport,  mutatis  mutandis,  to  the  under-mentioned  gentle- 
men, viz. 

Richard  Ofwald,  Efq;  Phil  pot  Lane. 
Mr.  Palmer,  Att.  at  Law,  Do. 
Mr.  Longman,  Pater- nofter  Row. 
Mr.  Neale,  Banker,  Lombard  Street. 

Gen- 
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"  Gentlemen, 

"  BEING  confcious  of  the  rectitude  of  our  conduct,  we  are  willing  and  defirous 
to  fubmit  it  to  your  moft  intimate  and  particular  friends ;  for  which  purpofe  we 
iiave  fummoned  the  under-written  gentlemen  to  the  King's  Arms  tavern  in  Corn- 
hill  nextTuefday  atone  o'clock,  when,  if  you  pleafe,  you  may  attend.      We  are, 

Gentlemen,  your  humble  Servants, 
Jan.  ift.   1768.  G.  COLMAN. 

Wm.  POWELL." 
Charles     Fouli?,    Richard  Ofwald,    Matthew  Duane, 

Henry  Bullock,  Thomas  Longman,  Neale,  Palmer,  Efquires. 

fToMeff.  Rutherford  and  Harris. 

The  gentlemen  whofe  names  are  printed  in  Italick  characters,  were 
concerned  for  the  party  who  had  advanced  the  money  to  Mr.  Powell. 
On  my  own  part  I  fummoned  nobody  -,  and  Meff.  Rutherford  and  Harris 
took  care,  that  on  their  parts  nobody  mould  appear,  except  the  agents  of 
Mr.  Ofwald,  over  whom  they  could  have  no  influence.  On  the  5th  of 
January,  however,  Mr.  Powell  and  I  met  the  other  gentlemen  at  the 
King's  Arms,  in  Cornhill,  when  we  received  the  following  letter. 

"  Gentlemen. 

"  WE  have  each  of  us  a  fummons  to  attend  you  on  the  affairs  of  Covent-Gar- 
tlen  Theatre.  As  we  cannot  poflibly  have  any  right  to  interfere  in  this  matter,  muft 
beg  leave  to  decline  the  meeting. Mr.  Harris  and  Mr.  Rutherford  are  gentle- 
men who,  in  our  opinion,  will  never  act  contrary  to  the  principles  of  honour  and 
right,  or  to  the  tenor  of  their  articles. 

As  our  friends,  we  are  ever  ready  to  fupport  them  to  the  utmoft  of  our  abilities. 

We  are,  Gentlemen,  your  moft  humble  Servants, 
Tuefday  morning,  CHARLES  FOULI6. 

Jan.  5th.  1768.  H.J.NEALE. 

THOMAS  LONGMAN,'* 
To  G.  Colman,  andW.  Powell*  Efqs. 

The  words,  or  to  the  tenor  of  their  articles,  appeared  on  the  receipt  of 
the  letter  to  be  added  after  the  reft  •,  and  to  corroborate  our  fufpicions, 
they  do  not  appear  in  the  copy  exhibited  in  the  printed  Narrative*. 

This  event  afforded  great  matter  of  triumph  to  MefT.  Harris  and 
Rutherford,  as  appears  by  the  ftile  of  their  letters  that  imme-  Jan'5* 
diately  fucceeded  it.  For  our  parts  we  cannot,  to  this  moment,  ac- 
count for  their  exultation  on  this  occafion  •,  for  what  could  more  teftify 
the  weaknefs  of  their  caufe,  than  their  unwillingnefs  to  fubmit  it  to  their 
particular  friends,  without  any  thing  on  my  fide,  but  the  plain  merits 
of  the  queftion  ?  We  are  alfo  equally  at  a  lofs  to  account  for  the  conduct 
of  the  gentlemen  whofe  names  appear  at  the  bottom  of  the  above  let- 
ter ;  who  not  only  peremptorily  refuted  to  hear  the  cafe,  which  might 
probably  have  led  to  an  accommodation  ;  but  took  upon  themfelves  to 
prejudge  a  matter,  of  which  they  could  not  poflibly  know  more  than  one 
fide  of  the  queftion. 

•   See  the  Narrative,  p.  a6. 
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In  the  mean  time  MdT.. Rutherford  and  Harris,  delighting  themfelves 
with  the  idea  of  my  disappointment,  amufed  themfelves  with  preparing 
an  additional  uneafinefs  and  infult  for  me  at  my  return.  To  this  pur- 
pofe  they  took  care  that  I  mould  find  an  irritating  letter  on  my  table, 
which  1  was  weak  and  peevifh  enough  to  diflinguifh  by  an  anfwer, 
which  produced,  the  very  fame  evening,  a  reply  more  infolent  than 
their  original  epiftle.  They  are  here  fubjoined,  according  to  the  order 
in  which  they  were  written. 

"SIR, 

"  WE  difapprove  of  the  Merchant  of  Venice  having  been  murdered  on  Friday 
night  laft,  which  we  mould  have  prevented,  had  we  been  confulted. — You  know, 
Sir,  it  is  at  your  rifk  that  you  order  any  play,  farce,  &c.  &c.  to  be  exhibited,  or 
that  you  take  any  one  meafure,  without  previoufly  fubmitting  it  to  our  confideration. 

We  difapprove  of  the  Recruiting  Officer  for  next  Wednefday,  unJefs  Mifs 
Mack! in  is  well  enough  to  play  Sylvia  ;  fearing  fome  actrefs  (and  the  pleafure  of 
the  Publick)  may  be  as  much  injured  by  that  character,  as  Mrs.  Bulkiey  was  by 
playing  Portia. 

We  difapprove  of  the  tragedy  of  the  Orphan,  that  play  having  been  too  often 
reprefented  this  feafon,  to  be  again  performed  fo  foon. 

We  wifh  not  to  go  on  in  facrificing  the  pleafure  of  the  Publick,  the  intereft  of 
the  theatre,  and  our  whole  company  of  performers,  to  one  or  two  of 'your  favourite 
tragedians. 

Surry  Street,  T.HARRIS. 

Jan.  5th.  1768.  J-  RUTHERFORD." 

"  N.  B.  We  fear  the  Publick  may  think  the  comedy  of  Every  Man  in  his  H  umour 
too  often  repeated." 

To  G.  CoLMAN,  Efq. 

**  THE  intereft  of  the  theatre  is  in  no  danger  but  from  your  conduct  and  your  par- 
tialities. Mr.  Powell,  who  has  a  right  to  give  his  advice  and  afftjlance  when  called 
on,  perceives,  that  it  is  not  poflible  for  us  to  keep  our  doors  open,  if  the  director 
is  liable  to  fuch  frequent  and  ftudied  interruptions;  and  we  are  advifed,  that  no 
court  can  ever  be  led  fo  fcr  to  mifconftrue  the  article  between  us,  as  to  fuppofe, 
that  the  giving  you  a  power  that  muft  be  fo  prejudicial  to  our  common  intereft, 
could  be  the  intention  of  it.  I  fhall  continue  to  act  in  a  manner  confident  with 
the  fpirit  of  it ;  I  wifh  you  to  do  the  fame.  As  to  the  redlitude  of  our  conduct,  or 
your  own,  I  fhall  fubmit  that  matter  to  the  Publick,  before  whom  I  fhall  lay  a  full 
ftate  of  the  cafe  in  a  very  few  days. 

Jan.  5,  1768.  G.  C. 

"SIR, 
•*  THAT  the  advantage  of  the  theatre  is  in  imminent  danger,  we  cannot  but 
imagine,  as  we  conceive  the  entertainment  of  the  Publick,  and  all  our  own  parti- 
cular interefts,  to  be  very  much  injured  by  your  paft  conduct,  your  unjuftifiable  par- 
tialities, and  your  collufion  with  Mr.  Powell.  Our  proofs  we  refer  to  the  place 
where  they  may  be  exhibited  with  efficacy;  to  urge  them  to  you,  however  cogent, 
we  are  too  well  convinced  would  have  no  effect)  and  it  is  the  more  to  be  lamented 
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that  we  cannot  fay  you  want  abilities,  but  that  you  referve  them  for  your  own  private 
feparate  emolument,  and  are  endeavouring  our  deflruclion -,  but  your  dijhonour,  and 
Powell's  ruin,  cannot  fail  to  be  the  iflue  of  your  conduct,  as  this  day's  meeting  muft 
have  rendered  obvious  to  you. 

As  to  your  charge  o{fiudiedinterruptions,we  totally  difclaim  it;  being  confcious  that 
we  can  prove,  to  every  impartial  perfon,  that  we  have  never  made  them,  but  with  a 
view  to  our  joint  and  refpective  interefts  j  and  we  cannot  be  prevailed  on  to  believe 
that  the  Publick  will  ever  efpoufe  the  caufe  of  a  man  who  has  acted  uniformly  incon- 
fijlent  with  his  articles,  and  derogatory  to  the  profeflions  which  ought  to  be  more 
binding  to  him  than  articles,  his  moft  folemn  reiterated  promifes.  It  would  be 
but  manly  in  you  both  to  exonerate  yourfelves  from  obligations  you  every  moment 
lay  under  to  us,  (prefume  you  are  acquainted  that  Mr.  R.  has  propofed  to  difcharge 
his  part  of  the  loan  to  Mr.  Ofwald)  by  finding  any  one  man  of  property  who  will 
take  the  burthen  of  being  fecurity  for  you  both  from  us,  who  are  fearful  of  the 
confequence,  before'  you  perfift  in  infulting  thofe  who  have  made  you  both  what 
you  are  in  refpedt  to  the  theatre. 

We  dare  not  take  upon  us  to  fay  what  may  be  the  deci/icnof  a  court  of  judicature ; 
but  whatever  that  may  be,  we  fhall  fubmit  to  it  with  the  utmoft  refpect  and  re- 
verence. Sifj  y0ur  humble  fervants, 

Tuefday  even.  8  o'clock,  T.   HARRIS. 

Jan.  5,  1768.  J.   RUTHERFORD." 

G.  Col  man,  E/q. 

The  next  morning,  (for  how  every  hour  teemed  with  frefh  in- 
fults)  Mr.  Powell  received  the  following. 

"SIR, 

"  IN  collufion  with  Mr.  Colman,  you  have  dared  to  endeavour  the  alienating  the 
confidence  of  Gentlemen,  whom  you  Juppofed  we  were  indebted  to. 

Should  we  retaliate  fuch  infamous  behaviour,  and  prevail  on  one  of  the  firft  men 
in  the  kingdom  to  undertake  a  relation  of  the  whole  of  your  bafe  conduct  refpecting 
its,  to  a  noble  lord,  to  whom,  we  know,  you  are  indebted  for  your  All,  (excepting 
the  fum  we  ftand  as  fecurities  for)  how  ought  you  to  tremble  for  the  confequence  ? 

This  from  your  humble  fervants, 
Surry  ftreet,  Wednefday  Jan.  6,  1768.  T.  HARRIS. 

J.  RUTHERFORD." 

To  W.  Powell,  Efq.  at  a  Mufick  Shop  in  Ruffeljlreet,  Covent  Garden. 

In  the  above  letter  it  is  remarkable,  that  the  gentlemen  could  not 
reftrain  their  indignation  within  their  letter,  but  fuffered  it  to  overflow, 
even  to  the  direction  •,  and  remembering  Tully's  maxim,  ex  officina  nil 
liberate,  contemptuoufly  reproached  Mr.  Powell  with  lodging  at  a  mu- 
fickfhop. 

The  fame  evening  I  was  honoured  with  the  following  :  Jan.  6. 

"SIR, 
"  THE  cruel  neceffity  we  lay  under  of  holding  correfpondence  with  you  is  ex- 
ceedingly diftrefling  and  dangerous,  which  we  are  convinced  of  from  the  meeting 
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of  the  players,  whom  you  clandestinely  convened,  and  read  to  them  our  private 
letters,  though  wrote  to  you  in  perfonal  confidence,  and  in  the  mod  unguarded 
manner,  fome  of  them  on  points  to  which  we  could  only  be  refponfible  as  man  to 

man.' 

You  have  often  threatened  us  to  retire  from  the  management.  You  have  often 
threatened  us  to  appeal  to  the  Publick;  nay,  you  abfolutely  have  had  the  effrontery 
to  dare  an  appeal  to  our  friends :  the  iflue  of  that  appeal,  we  believe,  ftill  lives  in  your 
memory.  With  refped  to  the  Publick,  our  reliance  on  their  protection  cannot  be 
exceeded  by  your  own;  and  we  have  now  by  us  a  narrative  of  our  whole  proceedings 
with  you,  from  the  ftrft  moment  to  the  prefent  time,  all  ready  for  publication  ;  but 
we  have  been  advifed  by  our  friends  not  immediately  to  publifh  it ;  and  if  you  do  ap- 
peal to  them,  (the  Publick)  it  can  only  be  occafioned  by  your  depending  on  your 
art  to  work  upon  the  paflions  of  mankind,  and  becaufe  you  dare  not  wait  to  abide 
by  their  judgment,  as  mult  be  the  cafe  in  a  high  court  of  judicature. 

You  will  urge,  perhaps,  how  much  we  are  obliged  to  you  for  the  trouble  you 
have  given  yourfelt,  in  taking  upon  you  the  whole  management  of  the  theatre,, 
and  to  Mr.  Powell  for  procuring  the  purchafe  of  all  our  wardrobe,  neceffaries,  and 
keeping  them  afterwards  in  his  own  houfe.  From  the  above  circumftances  fevere 
injuries  have,  in  the  opinion  of  us  both,  already  arifen  to  our  fortunes,  and  (the 
barrier  being  now  entirely  deftroyed,  which  was  formed  for  our  fafety)  we  dread 
the  future  ones. 

It  is  not  for  us  to  determine  the  fpirit  of  our  articles  from  the  letter  of  them  :  that 
we  will  not  prefume  to  do  ;  but  you  are  confeious — we  fay,  Sir,  you  know  that  it 
was  our  conftant,  repeated,  and  uniform  declaration,  that  we  would  never  be  con- 
cerned with  you  in  the  theatre,  without  having  both  of  us  an  equality  of  power 
with  you  in  the  management  thereof. 

We  obferve  it  to  be  your  conftant  method,  when  we  have  objected  to  a  play,  that 
you  have  ordered  a  weaker  one.  You  have  no  right  to  order  a  play  for  reprefentation 
before  it  has  been  propofed  to  us.  What  can  be  expected  from  the  play  of  to-night, 
*eak  in  itfelf,  and  having  been  already  repeated  this  feafon  to  bad  houfes?  The  play 
of  to-morrow  ftands  almoft  in  the  fame  predicament.  If  you  fay  in  exeufe,  there  is 
no  bitter  bufnefs  ready,  we  are  very  forry  the  pleafure  of  the  Publick  fhould  be  fo 
neglcaed.  Sir,  your  humble  fervants, 

Surry  ftreet,  T.  HARRIS. 

Wednefday  Jan.  6,  1768.  J.  RUTHEFORD." 

The  two  plays  referred  to  in  the  conclufion  of  this  letter,  were  the 
Confederacy,  and  the  Recruiting  Officer,  acted  on  the  firft  two  nights  of 
the  revival  of  Orpheus  and  Eurydice.  It  is  a  pity  the  gentlemen  chofe-,  in 
this  inftance,  to  prognofticate  ;  for  had  they  (laid  till  they  had  an  ac- 
count of  the  receipts  of  thofe  nights,  which  were  very  confiderable,  they 
might  have  known  what  might  be  expetled from  them. 

Agreeable  and  entertaining  as  it  was,  we  had  neither  leifure  nor  in- 
clination to  maintain  fo  polite  a  correfpondence.  We  defifted,  there- 
fore, from  taking  any  notice  of  their  letters,  and  a  kind  of  fullen  filence 
enfued  for  fome  days.  In  the  mean  time,  the  avaricious  Colman  and 
collufivt  Powell  were  digging  in  the  mine  for  the  benefit  of  Harris  and 
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Co;  who,  while  they  were  eating  the  bread  of  our  induftry  and  the 
publick  munificence,  and  the  manna  was  yet  in  their  mouths,  like  the 
Israelites  in  the  wildernefs,  murmured  againft  their  feeders. 

On  the  i  ith  of  January,  the  correspondence  was  renewed 
with  an  alTumed  air  of  candour  and  moderation,  which,  however,  JaI^,,,• 
they  not  being  able  to  fuftain,  the  correfpondence  broke  off  a  fecond 
time.  The  rife,  progrefs,  and  conclufion  of  this  refumed  correfpon- 
dence, will  appear  from  the  following  letters ;  to  which  we  fhall  fubjoin 
a  few  fhort  obfervations,  naturally  arifing  from  the  letters  themfelves,  as 
well  as  from  the  comments  on  them  in  the  written  and  printed  Narra- 
tives. 

"  Gentlemen, 

*'  INCLOSED  you  will  receive  a  copy  of  Mr.  Hofkins's  opinion  on  our  cafe. 
As  his  abilities  and  integrity  in  the  law  are  well  known  to  Mr.  Colman,  we  have 
the  greater  reliance  upon  the  impreflion  they  muft  neceflarily  make.  This  opinion, 
as  well  as  another  we  have  taken,  points  out  the  infallible  remedy  for  redrefs ;  yet, 
like  the  reft,  it  advifes  an  adjuftment  by  arbitration,  becaufe  our  difpute  (differing 
from  the  generality)  muft  be  attended  with  thefevereft  injury  to  the  property  litigated, 
exclufive  of  the  perfonal  expence  to  be  incurred  individually.  We  therefore  pro- 
pofe  an  arbitration  of  our  difpute  by  four  gentlemen,  totally  unconcerned  in  affairs  of 
the  Theatre  ;  two  to  be  nominated  by  us  ;  unexceptionable  in  point  of  rank,  for- 
tune and  reputation  ;  and  impartial,  never  having  been  in  the  leaft  concerned  in  our 

affairs. If  you  (hall  both  concur  in  this  propofal,  and  nominate  two  gentlemen 

of  equal  confideration  and  impartiality,    we  (hall  be   ready  to  enter  into  bonds  for 

fubmitting  to  the  award  of  the  gentlemen  fo  nominated. You  will  fee  we  could 

not  accept  or  even  anfwer  the  propofals  you  made,  becaufe  you  had,  without  our 
knowledge,  taken  upon  you  to  determine  who  ftiould  be  judges  of  our  caufe  j  yet 
referving  to  yourfelves  the  liberty  of  receiving  or  rejecting  their  award. 

"  In  cafe  you  fhall  liften  to  this  propofal,  we  fhall  not  remit  the  ardor  with  which 
we  are  now  profecuting  our  fuit  in  Chancery,  until  the  bonds  of  arbitration  are 
figned.  (We  mention  this,  that  you  may  not  afterwards  imagine  there  had  been 
duplicity  in  our  conduct.) 

*'  If  you  fhall  not  liften  to  this  propofal,  we  fhall,  befides  prqfecuting  our  fuit 
immediately,  take  fuch  fteps,  however  violent,  as  will  more  fpeedily  prevent  your 
managing  our  property  againft  our  confent ;  being  well  afcertained,  that  for  what- 
ever damages  may  accrue,  you  will  be  refponfible.  And  we  fhall  have  this  addi- 
tional fatisfaclion  arife  to  our  minds,  (which  we  doubt  not  will  alfo  have  its  weight 
in  a  court  of  judicature)  that  we  are  not  the  authors  of  the  train  of  mifchiefs  which 
muft  enfue  your  refufal.  Gentlemen,    Your  humble  fervants, 

Surry-ftreet,  T.    HARRIS. 

Monday,  i  ith  Jan.  -  J.     RUTHERFORD." 


To  Geo.  Colman,  and  Wm.  Powell,  Efqrs. 


-< 


"  UPON  perufal  of  the  cafe  of  Mr.  H.  and  Mr.  R.  and  the  articles  of  agree- 
ment therein  ftated,    and  the  letters  which  have  pafled   between  them  and  Mr.  C. 
I  am  of  opinion  that  Mr.  C.  and  Mr.  P.  nave  bten  guilty  of  many  material  and  fub- 
i  ftantiai 


[     54    1 

ftantial  breaches  of  the  articles  ;  and  particularly  with  regard  to  Mr.  C.  in  ordering 
the  play  of  Cymbcline  to  be  performed,  after  it  had  been  exprefsly  and  pofitively 
forbidden  by  Mr.  H.  and  Mr.  R.  by  writing  under  their  hands,  and  even  after  Mr. 
C.  himfelf,  on  a  confutation  with  them,  had  agreed  to  difcontinue  it.  As  alfo  in  em- 
ploying and  taking  into  the  fervice  of  the  Theatre  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Yates,  (espe- 
cially at  fo  large  lalaries)  not  only  without  the  confent  of  Mr.  H.  and  Mr.  R.  but 
even  contrary  to  arefolution  wherein  he  (Mr.  C.)  himfelf  joined  with  Mr.  H.  and 

R.  a  few  days  before. And  with  refpedr  to  Mr.  P.  in  taking  great  part  of  the 

wardrobe  from  the  Theatre  into  the  particular  pofleffion  of  himfelf  or  his  wife.  And 
it  fcems  to  me,  from  the  conduct  of  Mr.  C.  and  Mr.  P.  hitherto,  as  if  they  were 
determined  to  throw  off  all  regard  to  the  articles,  and  to  acl  in  the  management  of 
all  matters  relating  to  the  Theatre,  as  fole  and  entire  owners  thereof,  in  abfolute 
exclufion  of  Mr.  H.  and  Mr.  R.  from  any  further  concern  therein,  than  to  receive 
their  fhares  of  the  clear  profits  thereof. 

,  **  1  am  akb  of  opinion,  that  if  a  bill  was  to  be  filed  by  Mr.  H.  and  Mr.  R. 
againft  Mr.  C.  and  Mr.  P.  and  bis  wife  in  the  court  of  Chancery,  that  court 
would  decree  afpecific  performance  of  the  articles  for  the  future,  and  would  order 
Mr.  C.  and  Mr.  P.  to  make  fatisfaclion  to  Mr.  H.  and  Mr.  R.  for  their  refpective 
fhares  of  all  damages  which  (hall  appear  to  have  been  fuftained  by  any  breaches  of 
the  articles  by  them  refpe&ivcly;  and  would  order  Mr.  P.  and  his  wife  to  depofite 
in  the  proper  apartments  of  the  Theatre  the  parts  of  the  wardrobe  which  they  have 
improperly  taken  into  their  pofleffion.  And  unlefs  matters  can  be  in  fome  manner 
amicably  adjufted  to  the  fatisfadtion  of  all  parties,  and  apian  agreed  upon  far  preventing 
future  difputes,  Ifhould  advife  Mr.  H.  and  Mr.  R.  forthwith  to  file  a  bill  in  Chan- 
cery againft  Mr.  C.  and  Mr.  P.  and  his  wife,  for  the  purpofes  above. 
Liacolns-Inn,  Jan.  9th,  1768.  EDMOND  HOSKINS." 

Monday  afternoon,  fix  o'clock. 
"  Gentlemen, 
"  I  HAVE  juft  received  your  letter  with  the  paper  inclofed,  both  which  I 
fhall  communicate  to  Mr.  Powell,  and  doubt  not  but  he  will  fpeedily  concur  with 
me  in  giving  you  a  proper  anfwer.  In  the  mean  time  Ifhould  conceive,  from  Mr. 
H's  opinion,  that  he  has  not  yet  had  a  full  and  impartial  Jlate  of  the  cafe  laid  before 
him.  lam  Your  humble  fervanr. 

G.    COL  MAN." 
To  Mejf.  Harris  and  Rutherford. 

"  Gentlemen, 
M  HOW  far  we  have  or  have  not  been  guilty  of  any  breach  of  our  articles  is 
not  for  you  or  ourfelves  to  determine ;  but  we  are  fo  fully  perfuaded  of  the  integrity 
of  our  actions,  that  we  are  not  in  the  lead  fearful  or  unwilling  to  fubmit  them  to 
a  court  of  judicature,  my  Lord  Chamberlain,  or  the  Publick  ;  nor  are  we  at  all  in- 
timidated by  your  menace  of  more  violent  meafures.  Yet  as  our  diflenfion  (how- 
ever trivial  the  caufc  from  which  it  arifes)  may  be  ferious  in  its  confequence we 

are  ready  to  refer  to  proper  perfons  the  care  of  framing  a  plan  of  articles  which  may 
prevent  future  uneafinefs.     We  are,  Gentlemen,        Your  humble  fervants, 
Jan.  13th,  1768.  <j.    COLMAN. 

W.    P  O  W  E  L  L." 

To  Mejf.  Harris  and  Rutherford. 

Gentlemen* 
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"  Gentlemen, 
«'  WE  wifh  that  your  reply  to  our  propofal  had  been  formed  In  terms  more 
precife  and  clear,  that  we  might  not  have  loft  time  in  defiring  your  elucidation  of 
your  own  writing.  We  will  repeat  to  you  (ifpoflible  in  more  precife  terms  than 
before)  the  queftion  we  propofe.  Will  you,  with  us,  fubmit  your  and  our  pa{|: 
conduct  to  four  gentlemen,  now  and  heretofore  totally  unconcerned  with  the 
Theatre  ;  two  nominated  by  you,  two  by  us ;  unexceptionable  in  point  of  rank, 
fortune,  and  reputation ;  and  abide  by  their  determination,  whether  as  to  award 
of  damages  on  either  fide,  ratification  of  prefent  articles^  abolition  thereof  and  formation 
of  new  ones  (if  judged  neceffary  and  equitable)  and  as  to  all  matters  relative  to  the  fu- 
ture government  of  the  Theatre  ? 

Your  humble  Servants, 
Surry  Street,  T.  HARRIS. 

Wednefday,  Jan.  13th.  1768.  J.  RUTHERFORD." 

To  G.  Colman,  and  W.  Powell,  Efqs. 

■ 
'*  Gentlemen, 
"  OUT  of  tendernefs  to  yourfelves,  we  forbore  to  enter  into  any  paft  tranf- 
actions,  as  an  enquiry  of  that  nature  muft  neceffarily  lay  open  the  real  caufe  of  the 
unhappy  difference  between  us ;  nor  indeed  is  any  thing  material  to  the  general 
intereft  and  happinefs,  but  a  proper  arrangement  of  matters  for  the  future.  We 
propofed  therefore  (and  wc  now  repeat  the  propofal)  to  refer  tp  proper  perfons  the 
care  of  fettling  the  articles  in  fuch  a  manner,  that  the  management  of  the  Theatre 
may  be  carried  on  to  the  fatisfad^ion  of  all  parties ;  nor  have  we  any  objection,  if 
you  think  it  eligible,  to  fubmit  our  paft  conduit  to  the  confideration  of  the  fame 
perfons  ;  confident  as  we  are  that,  in  the  opinion  of  any  unprejudiced  judge,  we 
fhall  be  found  to  have  deferved  a  very  d  fferent  treatment  than  we  have  met  with 
from  you. 

Your  humble  Servants, 
Jan.  14th.  1768.  G.  COLMAN. 

Wm.  POWELL." 

"  Gentlemen,  . 

"  OF  late  we  have  wrote  you  in  the  moft  clear,  precife  terms,  upon  an  affair 
©f  the  utmoft  importance  to  our  property.  That  part  of  your  anfwer  which,  at 
another  time,  would  have  excited  our  mirth,  now  caufes  our  indignation. — Out 
with  your  tendernefs  !  we  totally  difclaim  it,  and  contemn  your  pretences  to  it.  In 
our  prefent  fituation,  all  we  could  wifh  is,  that  the  whole  of  our  paft  tranfac- 
tions  were  known  to  the  world. 

We  now  refer  to  our  former  queftion  for  your  plain  and  unevafive  anfwer,  and 
fubjoin  the  following  : 

Have  you  fixed  on  two  gentlemen  under  the  defcription  we  propofed  ?  and  will 
you  direft  your  attorney  to  meet  ours,  and  form  fome  inftrument  that  may  effec- 
tually bind  all  parties  to  abide  by  the  award  ? 

If  you  defire  that  we  fhould  nominate  firft,  we  have  no  objection.  It  is  un- 
manly to  give  us  evafive  anfwers. — One  to  the  purpofe,  or  none.         We  are, 

Gentlemen,  your  humble  Servants, 
Surry  Street,  T.  HARRIS. 

Friday  morn.  Jan.  15th.  1768.  J.  RUTHERFORD/' 

To  G.  Colman,  and  W.  Powell,  Efqs. 

2  Gentlemen, 
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"  Gentlemen, 
**  THE  ftile  of  your  letters  makes  it  as  impoflible  to  hold  an  epiftolary  corre- 
fpdndence  with  you,  as  to  maintain  a  perfonal  intercourfe. — If  you  will  be  pleafed 
to  favour  us  with  the  name  and  addrefo  of  your  attorney,  we  will  appoint  one  to 
attend  him.  Your  humble  Servants, 

G.  COLMAN. 
Wm.  POWELL.'* 
To  MeJJ.  H.  and  R. 

"  Gentlemen, 
"  MR.  Coulthard,   of  Breams-Buildings,  Chancery -Lane,  is  our  follicitor,  to 
whom  we  refer  you  for  our  future  intentions. 

Your  humble  Servants, 
Surry  Street,  T.  HARRIS. 

Friday  evening,  Jan.  15th.  1768-  J.  RUTHERFORD." 

ToG.  Colman,  andW.  Powell,  Efqs. 

"  Gentlemen, 
*l  AS  the  delay  of  payment  of  our  tradefmen  muft  be  very  detrimental  to  the 
credit  and  intereft  of  the  Theatre,  we  defire  to  know  your  refolutions  concerning 
the  bills  now  in  your  hands,  which  ought  to  have  been  difcharged  fome  time  ago  ; 
and  the  rather,  as  the  non-payment  of  thofe  bills  is  the  only  obftacle  to  the  fatif- 
fying  Mr.  Ofwald's  claim  of  intereft  due  to  him  on  his  mortgage. 

Your  humble  Servants, 
Jan.  16th,  G.  COLMAN. 

:768.  Wm.  POWELL.'1 

To  T.  Harris,  and  J.  Rutherford,  Efqs. 

"  Gentlemen, 
"  WE  received  your's  of  the  16th  inftant.  It  is  thought  advifable  you  fhouid 
have  notice,  that  on  the  firft  general  fettlement  of  our  accounts,  each  refpe&ive 
proprietor  will  be  deemed  to  have  received  fo  much  money  as  the  orders  iflued  by 
him,  or  by  his  dire&ron,  may  amount  to,  in  part  of  his  proportion[of  the  dividend 
<lue  to  him  on  the  profits  of  the  theatre.     We  are,  Gentlemen, 

Your  humble  fervants, 
Surry-ftreet,  T.  HARRIS. 

Frid.  Jan.  i9>  :768.  J.   RUTHERFORD." 

Geo.  Colmav,  and  Will.  Powell,  Efyru 

"SIR, 

"  WE  have  inclofed  to  you  (except  two  or  three)  all  the  bills  in  our  poffeffion, 
either  figned,  or  an  obfervation  made  thereon. 

For  the  credit  of  the  theatre  we  have  paflfed  thofe  bills  to  you,  but  think  proper  fo 
referve  to  ourfelves  the  right  of  claiming  for  any  prejudice  that  may  have  arifen  to 
our  property  by  the  payment  of  thofe  bills. 

We  think  proper  alfo  to  advife  you,  that  the  orders  for  admiffion  to  the  theatre, 
iflued  by  the  pteprietors,  or  by  their  direction,  as  well  thofe  heretofore  given  as 
*hcie  which  may  be  hereafter  given,  we  (hall  exped  to  be  accounted  for  as  cafe  by 
*!.e  refpedtive  proprietors. 

We 
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WE  are  extremely  forry  that  any  difputes  fhould  contribute  to  the  increafe  of 
trouble  in  your  office,  and  (hall  take  every  opportunity  of  rendering  your  fituation 
as  fecure  and  agreeable  as  poflible,  and  are,  Sir,      Your  moft  humble  fervants, 

Surry-ftreet,  T.   HARRIS. 

Tuefd.  Jan.  19,  1768.  J.  RUTHERFOR  D." 

To  Mr.  Garton. 

After  a  perufal  of  the  above  letters,  wherein  it  is  propofed  to  fub- 
mit  to  arbitrators,  the  abolition  of  the  prefent  articles,  or  formation  of  new, 
the  reader  will  think  it  ftrange,  that  MefT.  Rutherford  and  Harris 
fhould  complain  of  our  assurance,  in propofing  the  new-modelling  prefent 
articles,  or  the  framing  of  new  ones  f  !  Strange,  however,  as  it  may  appear, 
their  agent  declared  to  our  own,  that  MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford  had 
no  intention  to  affent  to  the  abolition  or  formation  of  articles. 

The  day  after  Mr.  Garton  received  the  letter,  directing  him  to  charge 
as  calh  the  orders  for  admiffion  to  the  theatre,  ilTued  by  the  feveral  Pro- 
prietors, or  by  their  direction ;  Mr.  Garton,  at  my  defire,  waited  on  Mr- 
Harris,  to  know  if  He  and  Mr.  Rutherford  meant  to  reftrain  the  Per- 
formers  from  occafionally  giving  orders  to  their  friends,  as  ufual  ?  Mr. 
Harris  replied,  that  it  was  an  eftablifhed  privilege,  of  which  neither  Mr. 
Rutherford  nor  himfelf  ever  wifhed  or  intended  to  deprive  them.  So 
that  the  only  perfons  who  were  not  to  be  allowed  that  privilege  were,  it 
feems,  the  Proprietors  themfelves. 

In  the  firft  of  the  above  letters,  MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  with 
the  fame  fpirit  of  opennefs  and  ingenuity  that  has  fhone  through   all 
their  conduct,  tranfmitted  to  me  a  copy  of  a  learned   counfel's  opinion, 
without  fending  me,  at  the  fame  time,  a  copy  of  the  cafe  whereon  that 
opinion  was  given ;  and  how  far  I  wronged  thofe  gentlemen  in   affecl- 
ing  to  think,  J  that  a  fair  and  impartial  ft  ate  of  the  cafe  had  not  been  laid 
before  the  counfel;  thofe  who  have  compared  this   plain  tale   with  their 
tales,  may  eafily  determine.     The  client  who  deceives  his  counfel,  ul- 
timately deceives  himfelf  •,  but  the  truth  is,  that  the  chief  object  in  view 
was,  to  draw  from   fome  eminent  counfel  fuch  an   opinion,   as  might 
ferve  to  bow  my  mind  to  truckle  to  the  flavery  which  they  would  im- 
pofe  upon  me  •,  for  the  reader  muft,  by  this  time,  be  convinced,  that  in 
the  fhort  fpace  of  my  theatrical  direction,  every   method  of  iniult  and 
intimidation  has  been  ufed  to  drive  me  to  facrifice  our  property,  and 
the  credit  and  intereft  of  the  theatre,  to  their  partialities,  and  the  caprice 
and  vanity  of  Mrs.  Leffingham ;  of  which  my  fubmitting  to  take  the 
part  of  Mrs.  Sullen,  in  the  Stratagem,  from  Mrs.  Bulkley,  in  favour  of 

f  Printed  Narrative,  p.  33.  %  Ibid.  31, 

I  Mrs, 
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Mrs.  Leflingham,  is  an  inftance  of  which  I  forely  repent,  and  for  which 
1  am  flill,  to  ufe  one  of  their  favourite  figures,  burning  with  fhame.  The 
cafe  laid  before  their  counfel,  as  plainly  appears  from  the  references  to 
it  in  the  opinion,  contained  the  fame  charges,  fupported  by  the  lame 
evidence,  chat  are  urged  againft  us  in  their  printed  and  manuftript  li- 
bels. Their  Narratives,  indeed,  and  the  cafe  fubmitted  to  counfel,  are 
materially,  and  fubllantially,  one  and  the  fame;  firft  transmitted  to 
counfel  by  a  hackney -writer  of.one  fort,  and  then  drefied  up  forpublick. 
infpedtion  by  a  hackney-writer  of  another. 

Still,  however,  it  is  urged  that  the  court  of  Chancery  would  decree  a 
fpecifick  performance  of  the  articles.  1  do  not  doubt  but  it  woald.  But 
give  me  leave  to  afk  thofe  gentlemen,  and  even  their  counfel,  what  is 
a  fpecifick  performance  of  the  articles  ?  Is  it  that  I  am  not  to  carry  on  the 
ordinary  bufinefs  of  the  Theatre  without  previoufly  fubmitnng  at  all 
timet,  every  minute  particular  to  their  confideration  and  controul  ?  is  not 
the  acting  manager  to  appoint,  or,  from  the  contingencies  of  ficknefs  or 
other  accidents,  to  alter  a  play  appointed  for  reprefentation,  without 
their  previous  concern  ?  Is  he  not  to  caft  the  parts  of  a  fingle  play,  be- 
fpeak  a  fingle  drefs,  or  occafionally  fubftitute  Mrs.  Bulkley  for  Mifs 
Macklin,  without  fending  at  eight  or  nine  o'clock  in  the  evening  to  Mr. 
Rutherford  in  Newman-ftreet,  and  to  Mr.  Harris  in  Surry-ftreet  ?.  If  this 
be  a  fpecifick  performance,  as  the  above  letters  conftrue  it  to  be,  it  leaves 
the  director  lefs  power  than  is  commonly  and  neceflarily  lodged  in  the 
Prompter :  and  I  cannot  fuppofe  that  the  wifdom  and  equity  of  the 
noblelt  court  of  judicature  in  the  world  will  folemnly  decree  fuch  a  fpe- 
cifick performance^  as  the  nature  of  the  cafe  renders  impoffible  to  be  put 
in  execution. 

Granting,  however,  for  argument  fake,  that  the  court  would  even 
decree  a  fpecifick  performance  of  that  fort,  for  which  the  narrators  contend, 
give  me  leave  to  afk  another  queftion  :  Mud  not  their  negative  fewer  be 
always  exercifed  in  the  firfi  inftance?  and  can  they,  after  having  openry  or 
tacitly  concurred  in  a  meafure,  capricioufly  retract  that  concurrence  ? 
After  having  not  only  approved,  but  defired,  the  reprefentation  of  Cym- 
beline  j  after  having  contented  to  the  expenfive  decoration  of  it  ;  had 
they  a  right,  not  only  on  the  eve  of  its  reprefentation,  but  even  after  the 
reprefentation  of  it  at  the  Command  of  Their  Majefties,  to  prohibit  the 
repetition  of  it  ?  If  this  be,  as  they  aflert,  their  f  indubitable  tight  to  a  ne- 
gative voice,  by  the  fame  indubitable  right  they  might  reftrasn  me  from 
opening  our  doors  ;  and  after  the  lengths  to  which  they  have  proceeded, 
I  (hould  not  be  at  all  furprized  at  their  attempting  to  exercife  their  nega- 
tive power  in  that  manner. 

t  Printed  Narrative,  p.  30. 

But 
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But  then  the  Court  would  order  Mejf.  Colman  and  Powell  to  make 
fatisfaflion  to  Harris  and  Rutherford J or  their  refp  clivefhares  cf  all  damages 
which  Jhould  appear  to  huve  beenfuftained  by  any  breach  ofthofe  articles  by  them 
refpeStively.  Undoubtedly  i  and  it  would  be  pleafant  to  be  called  on  for 
damages  in  the  prefent  inftance  in  any  court  of  judicature.  It  is  a  caufe 
worthy  to  come  on  before  Trappolin.  Make  out  a  panel  from  the  pit, 
and  afk  any  twelve  on  the  jury,  what  damages  they  think  have  arifm  to 
Covent-Garden  Theatre  this  feafon  from  the  addition  of  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Yates  to  the  company  ?  afk  the  Treafurer  of  the  Theatre,  what  da- 
mages have  arifen  from  the  reprefentation  of  Cymbeline  ?  afk  the  ward- 
robe keepers,  and  other  officers  of  the  Theatre,  what  damages  appear  to 
have  been  fujlained  by  any  b>  each  cf  articles  by  Meff.  Colman  and  Powell  re- 
fpeclively  ?  It  in  all  thefe  inftances,  nothing  bur.  neceffary  expences, 
fairly  brought  to  account,  appear  on  one  hand  ;  if  great  benefit  to  the  pro- 
perty appears  to  have  arifen  on  the  other  ;  alas  !  poor  Powell,  what 
will  become  of  thee?  alas!  poor  Colman,  what  will  become  of  thee  ! 
$olventur  rifu  tabula  :  Tu  mijfus  abibis. 

The  words  effrontery  and  ajfurance  are  favourite  terms  in  the  polite 
vocabulary  of  MeiT.  Harris  ana  Rutherford.  They  aflert  they  verily  be- 
lieve they  have  incurred  a  lofs  of  no  lefs  than  3500/.  by  Colman's  mif- 
management.     What  does  the  world  think  of  their  modejly  ? 

To  talk  of  damages  is  a  very  ferious  matter.  Suppofe,  by  a  capricious 
difplay  of  their  negative  power,  damages  mould  arife  ;  would  not  the 
.other  proprietors,  would  not  every  performer  of  the  Theatre,  if  injured 
by  fuch  conduct,  have  a  right  to  call  judicially  upon  MeflT.  Harris  and 
Rutherford  to  make  good  luch  damages  ? 

ns  to  the  real  intention  of  the  reftrictive  claufe  in  the  article,  and 
the  declared  object  of  it,  at  the  time  of  its  execution,  it  was  merely  to 
referve  a  provifional  power  of  reftraint,  which  they  then  declared  would 
probably  not  be  exercifed  once  in  feven  years,  and  very  poflibly  would 
never  be  exercifed  at  all.  Nay,  they  avow  themfelves  that  they  ~f  enter- 
tained no  doubt  of  Mr.  Colmarfs  capacity  or  inclination  to  corducl  the  theatre 
:  the  bejl  advantage ;  fo  that  the  negative  claufe  was  added,  only  left 
any  finijter  accident  might  render  their  interpofition  neceffary  to  the  fecurity  of 
their  proper ty\. — Nee  Deus  interfit,  nift  dignus  vindice  nodus — feems-  to  have 
been  the  meaning  of  all  parties.  Has  the  dignus  vindice  nodus  yet  oc- 
curred ?  And  has  any  sinister  accident  rendered  their  interpofition  ne- 
ceffary, except  the  reprefentation  of  the  character  of  Imogen  by  Mrs. 
Yates,  inftead  of  Mrs.  Lefiingham  ? 

f  Printed  Narrative,  p.  3.  J. Ibid. 
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The  truth  is,  and  they  have  confeffed  it,  that  the  two  gentlemen  managers 
meant  to  avail  themfelves  of  the  talents  of  William  Powell  the  player, 
and  George  Colman  the  dramatick  author.  To  this  end  they  chearfully 
fubfcribed,  although  not  indefinitely,  to  my  abilities  for  the  province  of 
director;  and. Mr.  Powell  did  not  fcruple  to  give  up  his  mare  of  the 
p$fuive  power ,  thinking  it  fafely  lodged  in  my  hands.  Still,  however, 
they  had  fccured  to  themfelves  a  negative  power ;  which,  inftead  of  referv- 
ing  till  the  end  of  /even  years,  the  reader  has  feen  they  not  only  exerted, 
bgt  exceeded,  before  the  end  of  /even  days.  The  force  of  the  reftrictive 
claufe  is  not  queftioned  ;  and  it  is  certain,  that  if  theychufe  to  counteract 
their  own  interefts  for  the  fake  of  abridging  my  authority,  they  have 
frequent  opportunities  to  embarrafs  me  in  the  theatrical  management. 
*How  comes  it  then,  fay  they  in  triumph,  that  Mr.  Colman,  a  gentle- 
man bred  in  the  study  of  the  law,  Jhould  enter  into  fuch  abfurd  ar- 
ticles? The  hiftory  of  the  memorable  vifit  with  which  I  was  honoured 
by  Mr.  Harris,  on  my  return  from  Bath,  is  a  full  anfwer  to  their  quef- 
tion.  There  are  quirks  in  morality,  as  well  as  quirks  in  the  law  %  but  I 
did  not  conceive  that  I  was  dealing  with  a  petty-fogger  in  either. 

As  to  my  management  of  the  theatre,  of  my  merit  or  demerit  in  that 
particular,  the  Publick  are  the  mod  competent  judges ;  but  it  ill  be- 
comes my  fellow-patentees  to  fugged  matter  of  reproof  on  that  fubject 
to  the  perfon  who  is  faid  to  be  their  hijloriographer ;  and  it  ill  becomes 
him  to  revile  me  for  my  gratuitous  fervices,  while  he  is  faid  to  be  himfelf 
a  candidate  to  reprefent  us  all  four  as  a  Jlipendiary  manager.  Mr.  Spat- 
ter, if  it  be  Mr,  Spatter,  is  "  one  of  thole  wretches  who  mi/call  them- 
felves authors ;  a  fellow,  whofe  heart,  and  tongue,  and  pen,  are  equally 
icandalous ;  who  tries,  to  infinuate  himfelf  every  where,  to  make  mil- 
chief  if  there  is  none,  and  to  increafe  it  if  he  finds  any."  Mr.  Ken- 
rick,  the  ingenious  author  of  the  Widowed  Wife,  and  of  the  candid 
and  gentleman-like  Review  of  Dr.  Johnfon's  Shakefpeare,  has  been 
pleafed  to  pay  me  a  very  particular  compliment  in  the  prologue  to  his 
mod  excellent  dramatick  performance  -,  and  I  will  refer  it  to  that  gen- 
tleman, unlefs  perhaps  he  may  be  thought  partial,  whether  Mr.  Spat- 
ter, or  myfelf,  is  the  fitted  perfon  to  be  employed  in  the  direction  of  a 
theatre.  Mr.  Spatter  perhaps  may  flatter  himfelf  with  the  hopes  of  ex- 
pelling me  from  the  management,  and  of  feating  himfelf,  by  the  af- 
fiftance  of  his  friends,  in  the  vacant  chair ;.  but  Mr.  Spatter  is  midaken. 
Let  him,  if  he  pleales,  make  rules  for  experimental  philofophers  in  his 
trade  of  brafs-rule-maker  :  let  him  make  rules  for  authors  in  his  pm- 
feflion  of  Monthly  Reviewer  j  but  never,  while  Mr.  Powell  and  myfelf 
are  concerned  in  the  property,  fhall  he  openly  make  rules  for  the  ma- 
nagement of  Covent  Garden  theatre. 

•  Printed  Narrative,  p.  19. 
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We  are  told,  however,  that  +  the  proprietors  of  a  'theatre  may  avail 
themfelves,  not  only  of  players,  poets,  &V.  hut  even  of  managers,  if  r.c- 
cefj'ary,  onpcyn?  tkem  a  valuable  confederation. — Here  the  cloven  foot  ap- 


pears :  and  to  confirm  this  doctrine,  it'  is  obferved,  thnt  J  Mr.  Colmans 
not  ftipulating  for  fuch  a  confederation,  when  he  accepted  of  the  nominal 
imr ector ship  of  the  theatre,  is  a  corroborating  proof  that  it  was  never 
intended  he  fkould  take  more  trouble  than  Harris  and  Rutherford:  as,  had  it 
leen  other  wife,  he  would  certainly  have  been  as  much  entitled  to  a  f alary  for 
managing,  as  Mr,  Powell  was  to  his  falary  for  acling.  Here  we  cannot 
help  obfenving  in  our  turn,  that  the  acling  manager,  in  the  beginning  of 
the  Narrative,  is  reduced  to  the  nominal  direclor  at  the  end.  That  I 
have  as  reafonable  a  claim  to  a  falary  for  managing,  as  Mr.  Powell  for 
acling,  is  mod  certain  ;  and  indeed  in  fome  refpects  the  claim  is  more 
reafonable,  as  the  acting-manager  incurs,  in  many  inftances,  an  unavoid- 
able expence  :  but  that  it  was  never  intended  Ifoould  take  more  trouble  than 
Harris  and  Rutherford,  is  falfe  on  the  very  face  of  the  article.  After  their 
interpretation  of  Mr.  Powell's  article,  I  am  not  in  the  leaft  furprized  at 
their  candid  conflruction  of  the  difintereftednefs  of  minej  and  the  in- 
finuation  oifenifier  views  in  my  unrequefted  qfficioufnefs,  is  as  true  as  it  is 
generous.  How  far  1  was  officious,  or  how  far  I  was  requefted  to  take 
the  office,  is  now  before  the  Publick. 

They  are  pleafed  to  call  the  more  than  ordinary  profits  of  the  theatre  this 
feafon,  an  imaginary  circumftance.     That  the  receipts  of  the  theatre  this 


__ 


feafon  have  been  larger  than  ordinary,  is  not  an  imaginary  circum 
fiance,  but  a  real  fatl :  and  if  the  difburfements  have  alfo  been  larger 
than  ordinary,  owing  to  our  moderate  efforts.,  as  MefT.  Harris  and  Ru- 
therford are  pleafed  to  call  them,  to  entertain  the  Publick,  thofe  gen* 
tlemen  ought  to  know,  that  the  firft  expences  of  fetting  up  in  bufinefs 
are  not  to  be  calculated  as  the  average  expences  of  the  current  year. 
*  Senfeble  as  they  are  of  the  difadvantages  they  lie  under,  MefT.  Ruther- 
ford and  Harris  do  not,  however,  feem  averfe  to  enter  into  a  compara- 
tive view  of  the  abilities  of  the  refpeclive  patentees  -,  and  have  employed  the 
latter  pages  of  their  publication  to  convince  the  town  of  their  error,  in 
having  been  pleafed  to  beftow  fo  much  §  generous  approbation  on  fuch  mo- 
derate entertainment,  as  they  have  received  at  Covent  Garden  Theatre  this 
feafon.  We  hope,  however,  that  our  united  efforts,  moderate  as  MefT. 
Harris  and  Rutherford  are  pleafed  to  call  them,  will  ftill  continue  to  be 
honoured  with  the  generous  approbation  of  the  publick.  We 
flatter  ourfelves,  that  a  fair  comparifon  between  the  Narratives  of  MefT. 
Rutherford  and  Harris,  and  our  own,  will  not  infpire  our  patrons  with 

t  Mcff.  H.and  R's  Nam  p.  35.        J  Note  to  Ibid.  p.  36.        *  Ibid.  p.  35.      §  Ibid.  p.  37. 
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any  refentment  of  our  proceedings.  They  may  now  judge,  which  two 
of  the  patentees  have  been  %in  perfeel  collufion  from  fit -ft  to  lafi  •,  which 
have  been  §  very  avaricious  •,  and  whether  perfonal  pique  to  Mrs.  Lef- 
fingham  on  my  fide,  or  perfonal  attachment  to  Mrs.  Leffingham  on 
the  part  of  MeflT.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  has  appeared  in  the  rife  and 
progrefs  of  our  drfputes.  Her  name,  which  is  fcarce  diftantly  alluded  to 
in  their  Narratives,  makes  a  very  confpicuous  figure  in  our  State  of  the 
Cafe  ;  and  might  have  been  rendered  ftiil  more  capital.  On  the  whole, 
if  we  (hall  not  have  appeared  to  have  acted  \\in  defpite  of  honour  and  ho- 
nefty,  if  we  fhall  have  appeared  to  have  fpared  neither  expence  nor  pains 
in  our  efforts  to  entertain,  we  hope  ftill  to  be  favoured  with  the  profpe- 
rous  gale  of  the  publick  favour  ;  and  although  it  is  not  eafy  to  keep  the 
helm  in  fuch  a  boifterous  fea,  yet  we  hope,  by  plain  failing,  to  be  able 
to  run  before  the  wind,  and  that  the  Ihip  will  live  in  a  dorm. 

As  to  their  ftneere  defire  of  contributing  to  the  publick  entertainment ',  that 
cannot  be  queftioned  ;  not  only  as  it  is  their  immediate  intereft,  but  as 
they  have  fo  notorioufly  manifefted  that  defire  by  their  loud  and  vehe- 
ment complaints  of  *  the  heavy  loffes  fuflained  by  the  engagement  of  Mrs. 
Tates,  and  the  incredible  expence  of  her  dreffes,  as  well  as  ether  theatrical 
decorations :  not  to  mention  their  afiignment  of  principal  characters  to 
Mrs.  Leffingham,    in  (lead  of  Mrs.  Yates. 

•f  Abfurd  as  it  istofu'ppofe  men  in  the  leaf}  acquainted  with  business,  un- 
equal to  the  care  and  conducl  of  their  property  in. a  Theatre,  it  is  a  mod  cer- 
tain fact,  that  from  a  particular  innate  modefty,  or  fbme  other  commend- 
able motive,  Meff.  Harris  and  Rutherford  have  never  once  (hewn  them- 
felves  at  all  difpofed  to  interfere  in  the  executive  part  of  the  management. 
Their  talent  is  legiflation.  While  Powell  and  Colman  were  feen  every- 
day, and  almoft  every  hour  in  the  day,  toiling  in  the  drudgery  of  re- 
hearfing,  and  decorating  the  intended  performances;  while  they,  like 
petty  kings,  were  ftaged  and  hacknud  in  the  eyes  of  the  whole  Theatre  ; 
in  the  mean  time  Melt.  Harris  and  Rutherford  kept,  like  Eajlcrn  monarchy 
from  their  fight -,  never  attempting  to  aflift  the  director  in  his  manage- 
ment, but  now  and  then,  to  render  his  fituation  more  agreeable,  ^|  ex- 
erting their  undoubted  right  to  controul  him  in  that  province ;  occafionally  ex- 
ercifing,  and  fometimes  exceeding,  their  negative  power  \  but  never  disturb- 
ing or  degrading  their  high  and  mighty  councils,  by  treating  with  au- 
thors or  actors,  getting  up  plays,  or  pur  chafing  old  cloaths. 

But  they  are  to  be  ajjifled  by  perfons  of  known  experience  and  abi- 

?t\'Hl       Uties-,  and  it  .vas  not  till  this  very  moment  that  I  have  learned 

from  Mr.  Becket,  fent  to  me  for  that  purpofe,  that  thefe  perfons 

J  See  Introduction,  p.  4.  §  Ibid.  II  Ibid.  p.  e.  •  Ibid.  p.  4,  «;. 
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of  known  experience  and  abilities  are  Mr.  William  Kenrick,  and  Mr. 
Henry  Woodward  ;  the  firft  of  whom  has  commiflioned  Mr.  Becket 
to  inform  me,  that  MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  though  they  flatter  J 
themfehes  they  will  not  be  found  incapable  of  fuperintending  their  property \ 
intend,  however,  for  the  future,  to  abfent  themfelves  entirely  from  the 
Theatre  ;  and  that  he  ( Mr.  Kenrick  *  )  is  to  be  the  repreientative  of 
Mr.  Harris,  and  Mr.  Woodward  of  Mr.  Rutherford ;  in  which  quality 
Mr.  Woodward  and  Mr.  Kenrick  are,  in  behalf  of  MefT.  Harris  and 
Rutherford,  to  put  their  negative  on  fuch  of  my  meafures  as  they  fhall 
pleafe  to  difapprove.  How  far  a  court  of  law  will  warrant -this  proceed- 
ing, and  whether  a  manager,  like  a  militia- man,  can  act  by  a  fubftitute,  I 
will  not  take  upon  me  to  decide ;  but  whether  this  new  arrangement  is 
not  intended  as  a  frelh  infult,  we  fubmit,  with  the  reft  of  our  cafe,  to 
that  awful  tribunal,  the  Publick. 

Covent-Garden,  GEORGE    COLMAN. 

February  ,o,  1768.  WILLIAM    POWELL. 


\  MefT.  H.  and  R's  Narrative,  p.  37. 

*  It  is  not  improper  to  mention  here,  that  Mr.  Lockyer  Davis,  of  Holborn,  bookfeller, 
called  on  me  on  Monday  afternoon,  immediately  fiom  Mr.  Kenrick,  to  acquaint  me,  thaS: 
Mr.  Kenrick  had  authority  from  Meff.  Harris  and  Rutherford  to  fay,  that,  notivithftanding 
the  publicatio?i  of  their  Narrative  on  Saturday,  they  were  difpofed  to  enter  into  a  treaty  for 
an  accommodation,  if  I  was  inclined  to  liften  to  it.  I  anfwered,  that  I  could  liften  to  no 
terms  of  accommodation  till  I  had  publifhed  a  flare  of  the  cafe,  in  juftification  of  my 
character. 
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Mr.  Colman's  True  State,  &c. 

EXTRACT. 

)8()6(58()8(^)§()3()g(LTHOUGH   the  following  ftate  of  our  cafe 

&    S^-Mh*    S  "  haS  been  drawn  UP  by  Mr*  Colman>  *  defire 
&    M  «  a  W     )£  "  to  be  confidered  as  equally  refponfible  for  its 

&    M  "       jjj     &  "  contents. 

g    5»Sfik    g  w     POWELL.'* 

Va/  Vo/  Sa/  Va/  So/  \a/  Va/  \a/  V*f 

cj    o   op    o   Jp    o    cri)    O    CP 

rA  **S  #*»\  #**»  ?*s  t^\  ?*\  /A  A> 

NOTE. 

■ 
The  fubfcriber  of  this  lhort  addrefs  appears  to  me,  from  the  circum- 
(tances  of  his  fituation,    an  object  of  real  pity.     By  the  fmall  (hare 

B  which 
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which  the  articles  give  him  in  the  management,  he  was  fairly  difcharged 
from  taking  any  lhare  in  the  difpute.  What  man  therefore  in  his 
fenfes  would  have  enlifted  himfclf  on  either  fide,  when  he  might  with 
common  policy  have  held  the  balance  between  both  ?  When  I  take  into 
this  confideration  the  particular  circumftance  of  his  profeflion,  which 
ftibmits  him  to  the  infult  of  party  every  night  he  appears  upon  the 
ftage,  I  am  forry  to  find  this  poor  man  fo  ill  qualified  to  judge  for 
himfelf,  or  fo  ill  provided  with  friends  to  advife  Mm.  Whether  he 
lias  clofed  with  the  ftronger  or  the  weaker  faction,  yielded  to  the  better 
or  been  dup'd  by  the  worfe  reafons,  ftill  he  has  made  a  total  and  im- 
plicit furrender  of  his  impartiality  and  independance,  and  by  the  proof 
he  has  thereby  given  of  his  flagrant  want  of  judgment,  has  unde- 
fignedly  fixed  the  worft  of  imputations  on  his  colleague,  by  exhibiting 
him  to  the  world  as  a  man  who  is  capable  of  profiting  by  the  exercife 
of  fuperior  policy,  and  deriving  partial  advantages  to  himfelf  from  the 
eafinefs  and  weaknefs  of  his  friend. 

EXTRACT; 

•  If  we  entertained  a  proper  regard  for  our  reputations,  and  wiihed 
M  to  be  confidered  as  men  who  held  their  good  name  as  the  immediate 
••  jewel  of  their  fouls."     (p.  i.) 


NOTE. 


Many  quotations  in  the  above  tafte  occur  in  the  pamphlet  under 
confideration,  upon  all  which  I  have  one  general  remark  to  make ; 
which  is,  that  the  infertion  of  thefe  tags  and  fcraps  from  plays  and 
farces  into  a  piece  that  Ihould  turn  upon  plain  fac~t  and  demonftration, 

is 
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is  a  grofs  abufe  of  the  patience  and  expectation  of  the  reader.  If  pro- 
vincial phrafes  and  expreflions  are  efteemed  marks  of  a  man's  rufticity, 
fuch  play-houfe  quotations  are  famples  of  the  company  he  has  kept, 
and  the  ftudies  he  has  been  engaged  in  :  fuch  flowers  of  rhetoric  are 
very  fuitable  embroidery  in  a  iove-fpeech  to  a  young  aclrefs,  but  very 
unbecoming  the  ftile  of  a  ferious  appeal  to  the  reafon  and  judgment 
of  mankind  :  'tis  a  fpecies  of  learning  calculated  merely  for  the  latitude 
of  the  green-room,  and  favours  much  more  of  George  Colman  the 
dramatic  author,  than  of  George  Colman,  Efquire,  whofe  education  and 
connexions  mould  have  infpired  him  with  higher  ambition  than  to  (hare 
in  a  play-houfe  patent,  and  more  pride  than  to  contend  for  the  manage- 
ment of  a  company  of  actors. 


EXTRACT. 

"  Contempt  of  flander  is  indeed  an  heroick  quality,  and  confcious 
"  innocence  is  the  fureft  antidote  to  its  poifon.  But  thefe  are  circum- 
"  fiances,  wherein  the  world  has  a  kind  of  right  to  arraign  our  conduct:; 
"  not  to  mention  that  it  requires  a  very  uncommon  fhare  of  philofophy 
"  not  to  refute  malice  and  fcandal,  when  we  have  the  means  of  julti- 
"  fication  in  our  power."     (p.  i.) 

NOTE. 

This  is  a  fample  of  modern  fine-writing ;  at  the  firft  view  it  carries 
with  it  an  air  and  fhadow  of  meaning  -,  upon  examination  we  difcover 
nothing  but  a  jargon  of  nonfenfe,  falfe  grammar,  and  flat  contradiction. 
Contempt  of  flander,  fays  he,  is  an  heroic  quality,  (granted)  and  confcious 
innocence  is  the  fureft  antidote  to  its  poifon,  that  is,  to  the  poifon  of  this 
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heroic  quality-,  for  he  is  too  good  a  grammarian  not  to  fee  that  this  fentence 
will  bear  no  other  conftruclion  :  it  follows  therefore,  that  our  author 
having  pointed  out  to  us  what  is  the  mark  and  characteriftic  of  a  hero, 
in  the  fame  fentence  inflructs  us,  both  by  precept  and  example,  how  to 
avoid  running  into  fuch  ridiculous  extravagancies;  and  confcious  innocence 
is  the  rule  he  lays  down.  But  what,  if  after  all,  this  fhould  only  be  a 
giammatical  inaccuracy,  a  fmall  aflault  upon  Prifcian's  head  ?  Let  our 
author  take  his  choice,  and  plead  to  either  indictment :  a  fcholar  of 
any  fpirit  would  mod  probably  think  the  latter  imputation  the  heavieft ; 
and  a  manager,  who  is  to  fit  in  judgment  upon  the  productions  of  all 
the  men  of  genius  who  lay  their  labours  at  his  feet,  will  hold  himfelf 
moft  hurt  by  fuch  a  charge  ;  let  us  therefore  no  longer  quibble  about 
words,  but  attend  to  arguments  and  reafon.  "  There  are  circumjiances 
"  wherein  the  world  has  a  kind  of  right  to  arraign  our  condufl."  Here  is 
a  wonderful  difcovery  in  ethics  !  A  dogma  that  would  have  became  the 
mouth  of  Zeno!  Of  this  profound  remark  let  it  be  remembered  that  Mr. 
Colman  is  both  author  and  example.  Well!  having  laid  down  this  popu- 
lation, and  eftablifhed  the  authority  of  the  world  in  arraigning  our  con- 
ducl: under  certain  circumftances,  he  tells  us  in  conclufion,  that  it  re- 
quires uncommon  philofophy  not  to  refute  fcandal  when  we  have  it  in 
our  power.  —  The  Englifh  of  this  remark  I  take  to  be,  this  —  The 
world  is  right  fometimes  in  arraigning  our  conduct,  and  a  philofopher 
is  always  right  in  fuffering  it  to  be  arraigned.  —  Heroes  and  philofophers 
have  ever  been  the  ridicule  of  men  of  wit,  who  found  it  too  difficult  to 
copy  the  virtues  of  either.  But  is  not  this  defcription  of  philofophy  pretty 
much  the  fame  picture  he  before  gave  us  of  heroifm  ;  for  as  the  fir  ft 
part  of  the  fentence  Hates  contempt  ofjlander  to  be  an  heroic  quality,  the 
latter  part  tells  us  it  is  a  philofophical  quality  ?  Great  powers  of  reafoning 
as  well  as  of  writing!  Behold  an  advocate  exactly  fuited  to  his  caufe  ! 
The  matter  in  difpute  is  a  play-houfe  fquabble  about  actrelTes,  and  behold 
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Atruejiate  of  tht  differences  drawn  up  with  all  the  accuracy  and  elegance- 
of  a  candle-fnufler. 


EXTRACT. 

"  If  on  the  other  hand  fome-bufy  meddling  fcribbler  has  made  free 
"  with  their  names,  Hie  will  treat  it  with  the  tnofijiknt  contempt.*'  (p  7.) 


NOTE. 

The  above  paragraph  is  clearly  the  production  of  a  female  pen,  and 
conveys  a  fentiment  at  once  very  heroic  and  very  philofophicalj  for  our 
author  has  juft  now  told  us  that  contempt  of  (lander  is  a  quality  that 
anfwers  to  both  defcriptions.  Perhaps  it  is  not  common  for  ladies  in  their 
refentments  to  obferve  fo  ftri<5r.  a  taciturnity,  as  Mrs.  Yates  has  impofed 
on  herfelf ;  for  ihe  allures  us  that  her  contempt  fhall  be  mofifilent ;  from 
whence  I  conclude  that  this  female  philofopher  has  a  conception  of  com-' 
parative  degrees  of  Jilejue,  and  from  an  ambition  of  excelling  in  the 
moft  amiable  quality  a  woman  can  pofTefs,  is  refolved  that  her  jilencc-: 
fhall  bzftlenter  than  any  Jilence  that  ever  was  heard. 


EXTRACT. 

"  Gentlemen, 

We  have  publicly  exprefTed  ourfelves  to  have  been  injured  by  the 
"  libellous  paper  left  at  Slaughter's  coffee- houfe  ;  we  now  apply  to  you 
"  for  the  information  you  have  to-day  promifed  by  public  advertifemenc 
"  concerning  the  author."    (p.  8.) 

NOTE. 


<< 
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NOTE. 

In  the  name  of  manhood  why  all  this  circumlocution  and  porting 
backwards  and  forwards  of  letters  and  attorneys  to  afk  a  fimple  queftion 
of  two  gentlemen,  who  declared  (and  properly  enough)  that  they  would 
give  no  anfwer  to  any  but  perfonal  enquiry  ?  In  this  tranfaction  our 
author  leans  rather  more  to  the  philofopher  than  the  hero-,  and  therein 
he  has  literally  fulfilled  his  own  doctrine  j  for  knowing  himfelf  incapable 
of  compofing  any  thing  profefledly  in  abufe  of  himfelf,  and  not  at  all 
concerned  in  writing  the  libellous  paper  in  queftion,  he,  relying  upon  this 
confcious  innocence  as  the  fur  eft  antidote  againft  the  poifon  of  heroic  qualities ; 
wraps  himfelf  up  in  a  philofophical  contempt  ofjlander  ;  being  content  that 
the  lawyer  mould  ftand  between  him  and  dilcovery,  fo  long  as  he  does 
but  ftand  between  him  and  danger. 

In  the  nth  page  we  read  of  a  couple  of  gentlemen,  (an  expreffion  by  the 
way  only  fit  for  a  poulterer)  applying  to  Mr.  Powell  to  become  a  joint 
purchafer  with  them  of  the  patents,  &c.  of  Covent-garden  theatre.  This 
couple  of  gentlemen  we  find  there  reprefented  to  be  two  inexperienced 
young  men,  who  perhaps  might  know  but  little  of  the  world,  (as  natural  a 
coniequence  of  inexperience  as  need  be)  and  certainly  could  know  nothing  of 
the  internal  management  of  a  theatre.  New  and  curious  conclufions !  this 
couple  of  gentlemen,  or  two  young  men,  (call  them  which  you  like)  being 
totally  inexperienced,  our  cautious  author  declares  doubtingly,  and  with  a 
perhaps,  that  they  might  knosv  but  little  of  the  world  ;  but  he  atones  for 
this  hefitation,  by  roundly  declaring  that  they  certainly  could  know  nothing 
cf  the  internal  management  of  a  theatre.  I  was  always  fufpicious  that  our 
author  would  be  found  bold,  where  he  ought  to  be  cautious,  and  timo- 
rous where  it  became  him  to  be  bold.  To  be  fure  experience  and  know- 
ledge of  the  world  are  no  bad  qualities  in  the  manager  of  a  theatre,  but 
if  by  them  we  are  to  underftand  an  acquaintance  with  men  and  manners, 
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an  eafy  behaviour  and  a  polite  addrefs,  I  am  apt  to  be  of  opinion  that" 
fome  theatres  are  managed  without  the  afliftance  of  any  of  thefe  talents ; 
f .  th  .:  had  our  author  reverfed  his  conclufion,  I  fhould  have  thought  it 
faler  to  have  pronounced  their  youth  and  inexperience  certainly  to  have  ar- 
gued a  want  of  knowledge  of  the  world,  (which  being  fynonimous  terms, 
he  could  not  have  rifqued  much  in  the  afTertion)  and  to  have  exprefTed 
fome  doubt  whether  they  were  totally  difqualified  for  the  internal  manage- 
ment of  a  theatre ;  for,  if  I  have  a  right  conception  of  the  internal  opera- 
tions of  a  manager i  neither  their  youth  nor  their  inexperience  would  have 
been  any  objections  to  thefe  gentlemen  in  fuch  operations. 

.  ,3ff  ,no  >    .  ii  bam^no'j 

Though  our  author  does  not  exactly  tell  us  what  the  internal  manage- 
ment of  a  theatre  actually  is,  yet  he  tells  us  what  it  is  like,  which  is  fome 
progrefs  towards  information,  and  may  perhaps  lead  to  an  entire  difeo- 
very :  For  if  we  confuk  the  12th  page,  we  fliall  find  Mr.  Col/nan  obferved 
that  managing  a  theatre  was  likeftirring  afire,  (confequently  required  great 
knowledge  of  the  world)  which  every  man  thought  he  could  do  better  than 
any  body  elfe.  (Eafy,  familiar  creature!)  Now  gentlemen,  f aid  he,  (putting 
the  poker  at  the  fame  time  into  the  firej  I  think  IJlir  afire  better  than  any 
man  in  England.  Here  our  information  leaves  us;  but  we  may  fairly 
conclude  that  he  did  accordingly  ftir  the  fire,  raifed  a  mighty  flame  in  a 
moment,  and  left  a  confounded  ftink  for  ever.  There  is  another  thing 
in  the  world  that  ftirs  a  fire  almoft  as  well  as  the  manager  of  Coven t- 
garden  theatre,  and  as  this  thing  is  defcribed  by  Ovid  in  his  Art  of  hove, 
I  dare  fay  it  cannot  have  efcaped  fo  great  an  adept  in  that  fcience. 

Quamlibet  extintlos  injuria  fufcitat  ignes..  lib.  iii.  597. 

With  this  mode  of  Jlirring  up  a  fire  it  is  thought  Mr.  Colman  is  inti- 
mately acquainted,  and  I  make  no  doubt  principally  depended  upon  it, 
when  he  boafted  of  his  proficiency  in  that  elegant  accomplifhment. 

With 
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With  what  hopes  he  entered  upon  this  eminent  ftation,  his  own  pen 
will  tell  us-,  and  indeed  his  own  praiie  is  a  fubject  on  which  he  dwells 
with  peculiar  pleafure,  and  with  reafon,  for  Angularity  is  a  triumph  over 
ihe  prejudices  of  mankind. 


*c 


'« If  he  had  my  affiftance,  he  (Mr.  Powell)  did  not  doubt  of  fuc- 
cefs."  (p.  ii.) 


"  Mr.  Powell  declared  his  opinion  that  they  would  reap  more  profit 
<c  from  a  fourth  fhare  with  Mr.  Colman's  affiftance,  than  from  a  third 
"  without  him."  {ibid.) 

"  They  (Meflrs.  Harris  and  Rutherford)  had  made  proper  inquiries 
"  concerning  Mr.  Colman,  and  found  his  acceffion  to  the  partnerfhip  fo 
"  defirable  a  circumftance,  that  they  returned  Mr.  Powell  many  thanks 
"  for  making  fo  happy  an  improvement  in  their  plan."  {ibidem.) 

"  Repeatedly  aflured  him  of  the  great  value  they  fet  upon  his  acceffion 
"  to  their  fcheme,  independant  of  every  other  confederation  than  their 
"  thorough  perfuafion  of  the  advantage  that  would  refult  from  it  in  the 
"  fuccefs  of  the  theatre." 

I  begin  to  be  of  Mr.  Colman's  opinion,  as  to  this  couple  of  gentlemen, 
and  verily  think  they  were  two  inexperienced  young  men.  But  is  not  our 
author  apprehenfive  of  his  argument's  proving  too  much,  which  is  as 
dangerous  a  procefs  in  logick  as  need  be;  for  if  fo  much  pains  is  taken 
to  prove  the  good  opinion  thefe  two  inexperienced  young  men  entertained 
of  him,  how  came  he  fo  egregioufly  to  forfeit  their  efteem?  Preju- 
dices fo  ftrongly  imbibed  muft  have  required  more  than  common  affiduity 
on  his  fide  to  remove ;  and  I  fancy  it  will  be  found  that  he  had  recourfe 
upon  this  occafion   to  Ovid's  recipe   for  Jlirring  a  fire,    already   de- 

fcribed. 

The 
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-    The  difappointment  and  furprize  thefe  gentlemen  mull  have  felt,  when 
their  new  affociate  came  to  be  known  and  underftood,  put  me  in  mind 
of  a  (lory,  which  is  told  of  an  officer  of  considerable  rank  and  reputa- 
tion, who,  being  in  inftant  want  of  a  fervant,  was  applied  to  by  a  very 
good-looking  man  for  his  place,  and  directed  by  him  to  the  gentleman  in 
whofe  fervice  he  had  laft  lived:  The  officer  waited  upon  this  gentleman, 
and  rinding  him  a  very  formal  circumflantial  man,  and  that  he  was  about 
to  enter  on  a  tedious  and  deliberate  harangue  upon  the  feveral  qualities 
of  his  fervant,  ftopt  him  ffiort,  by  telling  him  that,  provided  the  perfen 
in  queftion  was  but  fober  and  honed,  he  defired  to  make  no  further  en- 
quiry concerning  him,  and,  as  he  was  exceedingly  preffed  in  point  of 
time,  and  mull  have  a  fervant  immediately,  being  to  leave  England  the 
next  day,  he  begged  the  gentleman  to  give  him  a  fhort  anfwer  to  thofe 
two  queftions,  and  not  trouble  himfelf  to  go  into  any  further  difcuHlon 
about  the  matter:  "  Sir,  fays  the  gentleman,  the  man  you  enquire  after  is 
"  1  believe  perfectly  honeft,  and  I  never  faw  him  drunk.'*  In  confequence 
of  this  the  fervant  was  hired :  the  next  morning  before  the  officer  had  rifen 
out  of  his  bed,  his  chamber  door  was  burfl  open  with  furprifing  violence, 
the  new  fervant  enters,  and  in  a  raging  fit  of  phrenfy  beats  and  belabours 
his  defencelefs  mafter  in  a  mod  cruel  manner.     As  foon  as  our  officer's 
wounds  and  bruifes  gave  him  leave,  he  betakes  himfelf  with  all  hafte  to 
the  gentleman  of  whom  he  had  enquired  the  character  of  this  frantick 
fellow,  and  not  without  fome  heat  was  beginning  to  expoftulate,  when 
the  gentleman  interrupting  him,  replied,  "  Sir,  the  man  you  complain  of 
•'  neither  drinks  nor  thieves,  but  he  is,  as  you  rightly  obferve,  a  down- 
"  right  madman.     The  queftions  you  alked  were  truly  and  honeftly  an- 
44  fwered ;  I  am  exceedingly  forry  for  the  beating  you  have  received ; 
"  but  had  your  impatience,  when  you  called  upon  me  before,  been  lefs 
"  peremptory,  I  could  have  told  you  that  he  had  that  very  morning  be- 
*[  flowed  upon  me  juft  fuch  a  drubbing,  as  he  has  now  done  upon  you." 

C  Whoever 
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Whoever  wiflics  to  fee  more  proofs  under  our  author's  hand,  of  his 
own  excellent  talents  for  managing  a  theatre,  may  confult  pages  14,  15, 
17,  18,  26.  and  in  p.  41.  the  reader  will  find  the  intimidated  manager  of 
Drury  lane  theatre  offering  to  give  five  hundred  pounds  a  year  to  the  afib- 
ciaics  of  Mr.  Colman,  to  buy  him  off  from  acting  as  manager.  And 
docs  Mr.  Colman  ferioufly  record  this  circumftance,  as  making  either 
for  Mr.  Garrick's  honour  or  his  own?  Alack-a-day  !  it  is  only  telling 
the  world  that  fagacious  manager  ridiculed  him  as  much  then,  as  he 
docs  now.  If  Mr.  Garrick  could  have  bought  him  off  from  entering  upon 
the  idle  occupation  he  feems  fo  fond  of,  I  fancy  it  would  have  been  happy 
for  our  author,  even  if  he  had  paid  the  purchafe-money  himfelf.  Misfor- 
tunes that  fpring  from  folly  or  obftinacy,  have  no  claim  upon  our  pity  ; 
and  though  our  unfortunate  manager  complains  in  the  words  of  Abra- 
ham in  Harlequin's  Invafion,  that  tbofe  happy  days  are  over,  when  Mr. 
Garrick  thought  fo  highly  of  his  talents,  yet  I  think  he  is  now  not  kfs 
lkely  to  make  a  good  bargain  with  that  gentleman,  than  he  was  before; 
for  if  Mr.  Colman  will  article  to  write  a  pamphlet,  (be  it  either  a  true  or 
falfe  Jlate)  in  the  ftile  and  manner  of  the  prefent,  in  the  courfe  of  every 
year,  and  each  feafon  produce  a  farce  like  the  Oxonian  in  'town,  I  dare  fay 
Mr.  Garrick,  while  he  continues  manager  of  Drury-lane  theatre,  will 
make  him  a  handfome  allowance  for  his  pains.  In  the  lad  elegant  per- 
formance to  which  our  author's  quotation  carried  me,  (viz.  that  collection 
of  attic  wit  called  Harlequin's  Invafion)  I  do  indeed  find  a  taylor,  who  is 
laid  to  look  as  well  without  a  head  as  wich  one,  but  I  mould  fear  that, 
were  you  to  rob  Mr.  Colman  of  his  head,  you  would  ftrip  him  of  the 
only  particular  for  which  he  defer  ves  to  be  valued. 

I  have  referred  to  a  great  many  pafTages  wherein  our  author  celebrates 
his  own  fame  and  reputation,  I  cannot  in  juftice  omit  one  particular, 
wherein  he  has  done  honour  to  his  poor  colleague  Mr.  Powell,  for  in  the 

15th 
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15th  page  he  tells  us,  that  he,  (Mr.  Powell)  Jhowed  great 'repugnance  to 
giving  him  the  direction. 

To  this  monument  of  his  juftice,  let  me  add  one  of  his  delicacy  towards 
a  joint  patentee,  where,  fpeakingof  Mrs.  Leflingham,  he  declares  to  Mr. 
Harris  a  propenfity  in  himfelf  "  to/hew  her  any  reasonable  partiality,  which, 
(fays  he)  I  did  not  doubt  was  all  that  would  be  required."  What  a  reafon- 
able  partiality  is,  or  whether  any  partiality  can  be  fo,  I  leave  our  author 
to  explain;  but  this  I  am  willing  to  give  him  credit  for,  that  his  parti- 
alities are  as  reafonable  as  any  man's.  His  tendernefs  in  not  alarming 
the  jealoufy  of  a  friend,  proceeded  no  doubt  from  a  generous  fcorn  at 
taking  any  advantages  from  thofe  irrefiftable  attractions,  which  nature  has 
flung  around  him,  and  which  though  he  fcrupled  to  employ,  he  could  not 
but  be  confcious  he  pofiefTed.  If  indeed  the  ambitious  fair  challenges 
him  to  appear  in  the  full  luftre  of  his  charms,  the  thunderer  fhines 
forth     and  °S  s  5;,'£fn  GJ  vbvfii 
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«  Semele  miferabilis  ardet." 

31  fbfis  bne 


But  thefe  are  matters  that  cannot  eafily  be  concealed,  and  therefore  mould 
feldom  be  put  in  practice,  for  even  this  chief  of  the  heathen  deities  had 
ties  of  a  domeftic  nature,  which  he  thought  it  expedient  to  pay  fome  at- 
tention to :  for  Juno  had  fingers,  and  Jupiter  had  eyes. 

Dtt  quoque  habent  oculos, 

EXTRACT. 

j"  The  curtain  drew  up  on  the  14th  of  September  with  feeming  content 
"  on  all  fides,  and  the  moft  entire  harmony  in  the  cabinet  of  the  four 
•J  kings  of  Brentford."  (p.  19.) 

C  2  NOTE. 
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NOTE. 

I  wonder  if  tins  reinforcement  of  two  kings  of  Brentford  more  than 
arc  to  be  found  in  the  Rebearfal  was  amongft  the  valuable  additions 
made  to  that  piece  by  our  difinterefted  author,  for  which  he  was  con- 
tented to  take  the  (lender  gratification  of  fixty-four  pounds  five 
millings. 

But  if  he  rallies  himfelf  with  fuch  pleafantry,  he  don't  forget  his 
friends.  They  (Meflrs.  H.  and  R.)  told  me  indeed  that  two  negatives  made 
one  affirmative.  1  allowed  the  truth  of  that  logic  •,  but  told  them,  that  both 
together^  like  the  two  letters  in  the  word  NO,  (well,  now  let's  hear)  they 
made  but  one  negative,  [p.  22.]  Prodigious!  inimitable !  'There's  hit  for 
hit  for  you  I  No  wonder  they  could  never  keep  terms  with  him  after 
this :  let  them  take  care  how  they  play  their  negatives  upon  him.  Hence 
forward,  Gentlemen- Managers,  whether  your  denominations  and  degrees 
be  poets,  players,  or  independant  citizens  of  the  world  at  large,  that 
world  cannot  regret  your  animofities ;  for  had  not  this  event  come  forth, 
this  incomparable  repartee  upon  the  letters  no,  fo  far  beyond  Joe  Miller's 
upon  thofe  of  on,  would  probably  never  have  migrated  beyond  the  circle 
of  our  author's  companions,  and  confequently  never  have  been  known 
to  the  civilized  part  of  mankind. 


Having  heard  this  ftroke  of  his  wit,  the  brilliant  effufion  of  his  brain, 
take  this  one  fample  of  the  natural  emanations  of  his  heart.  I  told  Mr. 
Harris,  that  finding  I  was  become  fo  difagreeable  a  partner  to  himfelf  and 
Mr.  Rutherford,  Ifhould  retain  myfhare  on  purpofe  to  'plague  them,  (p.  23.) 
An  ingenuous  avowal  truly  !  A  very  candid,  liberal,  manly  principle! 
— Surely  an  expreflion  fcarce  allowable  in  a  chambermaid,  never  ought  to 
have  defiled  the  mouth  of  a  man  of  honour  or  education!  It  is  as  oflfenfive 

to 


to  good  fenfe,  as  good  manners  ;  as  void  of  morality  as  it  is  of  meaning; 

as  well  warranted  by  reafon,  as  it  is  by  religion.  —  I  find  1  can  plague  you, 

and  therefore  I  will;    O    fhame,    fhame,   fhame!    were  fentiments  like 

thefe  natural  to  the  heart  of  man,  fociety  would  be  infupportable ;  furely 

our  author  is  a  difciple  of  Hobbes's,  for  this  vile  maxim  homo  homini 

lupus,  is  the  very  firffc  principle  and  bafis  of  his  diabolical  doctrine  :  but 

heaven  be  thanked,  fuch  principles  are  not  common  amongft  men,  and 

wherever  they  are  difcovered,  the  abettors  and  profeflbrs  of  them  are 

confidered  with  abhorrence  as  the  pefts  and  monfters  of  fociety.     Had 

our  author  lefs  internal  acquaintance  with  the  theatre,  and  more  with  the 

church,  he  would  have  learned  that  thefe  motives,  on  which  he  now 

profeffes  to  act,  are  diametrically  contrary  to  every  rule  and  doctrine  of 

Chriftianity.  — — But  I  blufh  to  mix  fuch  a  word  with  fuch  a  work,  as 

that  I  am  reviewing  •,  and  I  am  as  much  at  a  lofs  as  Mr.  Colman  was, 

why  Mr.  Rutherford  mould,  upon  hearing  the  declaration  in  queftion, 

dwell  fo  much  on  the  words  manly  and  gentleman- like  ;  I  declare  I  cannot 

think  what  that  gentleman  could  allude  to ;  nothing  furely  that  had 

tranfpired  from  the  author  of  that  fentiment  *,  and  I  don't  wonder  that 

Mr.  Colman  took  occafion  to  tell  him,  that  he  had  never  in  his  life  heard  thofe 

wirds  fo  often  repeated,  (p.  23.)  -     , 

J    J         *  Ktr     °  '  1 3 tori;  n 

fajjfi  it/c 

Hitherto  our  author  has  treated  us  with  nothing  but  mock-majefty, 

Kings  of  Brentford  and  monarchs  of  the  green  room  :  he  has  now  the 

hardinefs  to  carry  us  up  to  the  real  throne,  and  introduces  into  his  paltry 

quarrel  the  molt  refpectable  name  on  earth.  What  though  a  Roman  tyrant 

is  recorded  to  have  had  fo  vitiated  a  tafte  as  to  mix  with  fingers  and 

dancers  on  a  public  ftage,  would  he  falfdy  argue  from  fo  contemptible 

an  example,  that  the  unworthy  concerns  of  a  difcordant  theatre  can  B;nd 

entrance  and  entertainment  in  a  royal  bread,  replete  with  fentiments  of 

the  moft  elevated  nature  ?  Yet  to  this  great  and  excellent  perfonage  has 

*  he 
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^e  the  confidence  to  appeal.  "  Your  keen  refentment  does  not  terrify 
"  me,  (fays  he)  nor  ever  mall,  while  I  know  I  can  juftify  my  conduct 
"  to  our  Royal  Mafttr,  the  lord  chamberlain,  and  the  public  ;  to  ail 
**  whom  I  am  very  willing  to  fubmit  it."  (p.  26.)  Incredible  aflurance  ! 
Here  we  find  His  Majetty,  my  lord  chamberlain,  and  the  mob  made 
joint  referees.  He  profefTes  that  he  continues  to  act  in  the  capacity  of 
manager  merely  to  plague  his  alTociates  in  the  patent,  and  yet  dares  to 
appeal  to  the  jufteft  monarch  upon  earth  for  the  clearnefs  and  equity  of 
his  intention?.  What  effrontery  is  this,  to  think  that  the  perfon  in  the 
world  who  mod:  abhors  the  motive,  can  approve  the  action  which  fprings 
from  it!  Tis  like  the  fliamelefs  chicanery  of  that  lawyer,  who  pleaded 
an  intent  to  murder  in  order  to  efcape  the  penalties  of  maiming. 

I  pafs  over  the  33d  page,  as  what  I  do  not  chufe  to  repeat :  in  the 
35th  we  are  told  that  the  play  of  Cymbeline  was  refumed  and  performed  by 
the  exprefs  command  of 'Their  Majefiies,  to  whofe  royal  orders  it  would  appear 
an  indirect  affront  to  dif continue  a  performance  fo  likely  to  redound  to  the  inter  eft 
and  credit  of  the  theatre.  Behold  how  faft  he  improves  in  familiarity ; 
making  that  Great  Perfonage  now  a  party,  whom  before  he  had  made 
only  a  referee  :  and  this  becaufe  the  play  was  likely,  as  he  fays,  to 
redound  to  the  intereft  and  credit  of  the  theatre.  What  connexions,  in 
the  name  of  wonder,  has  his  mind  framed  between  that  Perfonage  and 
the  interefts  of  the  theatre  ?  Yet  we  find  this  idea  repeated  in  the  fame 
page,  where,  fpeaking  ftill  of  the  above  play,  our  author  fays,  that 
there  was  a  great  demand  for  places  againft  any  future  rcprefentation  of  it\  not 
to  repeat  the  duty  incumbent  on  us  to  teflify  the  utmoft  refpett  to  the  Royal  Order  ^ 
by  which  it  had  been  revived  at  our  theatre.  Were  ever  duty  to  a  King  and 
a  demand  for  places  in  a  play-houfe,  refpect  to  Royal  Orders  and  pro- 
fpects  of  a  full  houfe  ever  jumbled  and  confounded  together  in  the  fame 
fentence  and  fentiment  before  this  ?    And  to  add  to  this  indecorum,  the 

firft 
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firfl:  place  in  the  propofition  is  evidently  taken  up  by  the  hopes  of  full 

boxes,  and  duty  and  refpect  to  the  Royal  Orderis  brought  in  with Not 

to  repeat- confequentially  as  it  were,  and  as  an  auxiliary  only. But 

let  us  drop  this  fubjedt,  and  turn  to  fomething  lefs  ferious. 

In  this  view  I  mould  think  nothing  can  anfwer  our  purpofe  better  than 
felecting  a  few  flowers  of  Mr.  Colman's  oratory,  which,  when  bound  toge- 
ther, will  make  a  molt  precious  nofegay  of  elegance.  Take  a  few  of  the 
following  fca-phrafes,  collected  from  the fchools  of  Wapping  and  Deptford. 
—  We  hope  full  to  be  favoured  with  the  profperous  gale  of  public  favour.  (Fa- 
voured with  public  favour-,  elegant  tautology)  and  although  it  is  not  eafy 
to  keep  the  helm  in  fuch  a  bciflerous  fea,  yet  we  hope,  by  plain  failing,  to  be 
able  to  run  before  the  wind,  and  that  the  jhip  will  live  in  a  form.  [p.  62.] 
What  a  chaos  and  conrufion  of  foul  and  fair  weather  !  The  whole  ele- 
ment feems  in  a  ftate  of  diftraction,  as  if  all  the  witches  in  Macbeth  had 
conjured  up  a  tempeft  in  our  poor  authors  cloudy  imagination,  where 

Fair  is  foul,  and  foul  is  fair.  L&tft>  Vi«r 

stern 
Here  we  are  at  once  prefented  with  a  profperous  gale,  and  a  boijlerous  fea, 
the  Jhip  is  in  a  form,  and  the  pilot  can  fcarce  keep  the  hdm,  yet  by  plain 
failing  ihe  runs  before  the  wind,  like  a  wherry  upon  the  Thames.  Would 
not  any  man  conclude  from  all  this,  that  our  author  knew  as  much  of 
writing  as  he  does  of  failing,  and  as  much  of  failing  as  he  does  of  flying. 

Take  another  fample  in  the  fame  tafte /  was  embarked  on  a  fea  of 

troubles,  and  was  refolved  to  make  way,  if  poffible,  with  chearfuhefs  and 
refolution.  [p.  ly.  ver.  fin.]  Here  are  the  fame  metaphors  and  fhe 
fame  tautology  ;  for,  as  in  the  firfl  inftance  he  hoped  to  be  favoured  with 
the  public  favour  -,  in  the  fecond  cafe,  he  is  refolved  to  make  way  with 
refolution:  the  conclufions  naturally  to  be  drawn  from  thefe  pleonafms 

are. 
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are,  fii  ft,  That  being  favoured,  with  the  public  favour,  he  muft  be  a 
favourite  of  the  public  ;  and,  fecondly,  that  being  refolved  to  aft  with 
refolution,  he  muft  be  a  very  refolute  fellow.  I  fay,  thefe  would  be  the 
inferences  naturally  to  be  drawn,  what  mall  we  fay,  if  neither  of  thefe 
conclufions  ihall  be  found  to  take  place  in  the  perfon  of  our  author  ? 


EXTRACT. 

<c  And  I  now  requeft  it  as  a  favour,  that  all  which  hath  pafled  on 


4  this  fubjedt  may  be  buried  in  filence  and  oblivion."  [p.  iS.] 


NOTE. 

This  is  a  paffage  in  a  letter  from  our  author  to  Mr.  Rutherford  ;  and 
though  it  does  not  ftrike  one  at  firft  fight,  that  publifhing  this  to  the 
world  is  the  direct  way  of  burying  it  mfilence  and  oblivion,  yet  I  dare  fay 
the  event  will  prove  that  he  could  not  have  followed  a  more  effectual 
courfe. 


EXTRACT. 

«'  It  was  apparently  injurious  to  a  little  piece,  efpecially  one  of  fo  fe- 
"  rious  a  cad,  to  be  performed  after  one  of  the  lighted  and  pleafanteft 
*'  comedies  in  our  language.']  (p.  24.) 

NOTE. 
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NOTE. 

I  believe  a  man  would  make  a  pretty  many  guefles  about  this  ViltTe 
piece  of  fo  ferious  a  cajl^  before  he  could  fuppofe  it  to  refer  to  the  farce  of 
the  Oxonian  in  Tozvn,  ;  a  petty  piece,  which  prefents  us  with  the  evening's 
amufetnents  of  a  young  (Indent,  in  his  excurfions  from  the  univcrfity, 
laudably  fpent  in  the  fafhionable  recreations  of  whoring  and  gaming.  The 
fcene  of  the  fe  frolicks  is  very  properly  laid  in  Covent-garden,  and  the 
worthy  perfon^es  of  the  drama  are  excellently  well  fuited  to  the  latitude 
of  that  place  i  tne  ladies  being  all  common  proftitutes,  and  the  gentlemen, 
with  the  exception  of  one  only,  Irifli  (harpers,  rogues,  bawds,  bailiffs,  and 
pick-pockets :  fo  that,  as  in  the  piece  now  under  review,  inftead  of  meet- 
ing a  true  ftate  of  differences  between  managers,  we  are  prefented  with  an 
abiblute  theatrical  atalantis;  in  like  manner  the  farce  in  queftion  adjourns 
the  ftage  to  the  Shakefpear  tavern  at  the  next  door,  and  with  fuch  par- 
tiality for  the  loofe  pleafures  that  are  to  be  met  with  in  that  houfe  of  re<- 
creaticn,  that  one  fhould  think  our  author  was  upon  extraordinary  terms 
with  his  next  door  neighbour.  For  in  this  ferious  Utile  piece?  the  author 
has  kindly  laid  open  to  the  youth  of  both  fexes,  thofe  myfterious  rites, 
which  are  celebrated  to  Bacchus  and  Venus,  within  the  many  temples  pe- 
culiarly dedicated  to  thofe  two  deities,  which  abound  in  fuch  numbers 
under  thofe  piazzas,  where  the  fcene  of  action  lies,  and  whofe  doors  (land 
fo  commodioufly  open,  and  altars  blaze  fo  temptingly  to  the  wifhfu.1 
fchool-boy  or  prentice,  as  he  pafies  by.  How  difficult,  if  not  impracti" 
cable,  is  his  efcape  now  rendered,  when  he  comes  from  the  theatre  with 
an  imagination  decently  and  warmly  impreft  with  thefe  intoxicating 
fcenes  of  diflipation  and  delight;  when  he  fees  the  glafs  circulated  with 
fuch  gaiety,  his  ears  tingling  with  the  joyous  founds  of  the  catches,  the 
toads,  and  the  hurdy-gurdies  >  and  his  heart  throbbing  with  defire  at  the 

D  bewitching 
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bewitching  forms  of  the  women,  their  wanton  airs  and  attitudes,  their 
kiOcs,  their  dances,  and  their  difcourfe!  Did  our  author  flatter  himfelf  that 
he  could  wipe  out  thefe  rooted  impreffions  with  the  cold  moral  fentence, 
that  concludes  the  whole,  uttered  by  the  mouth  of  a  woman  of  plea- 
fure,  and  perhaps  never  reaching  the  ears  of  one  half  of  the  audience, 
from  the  variety  of  noiles  which  accompany  the  finifhing  fpeech  of  every 
play? — No,  he  may  depend  on  it,  the  poifon  has  long  before  this 
entered  the  viens  of  many  of  his  unhappy  hearers,  as  the  diibrders  confe- 
cjuential  thereof  probably  will  do  into  their  bones  •,  and  it  is  as  little  in 
the  power  of  one  period  of  morality,  as  it  will  be  for  one  dofeof  phyfic 
to  difperfc  the  infection. 

Our  younger  hopes,  who  find  means  to  elope  to  a  play  from  the  fchools 
of  Eton,  Weftminfter,  Hackney,  Marybone,  and  the  numberlefs  aca- 
demies this  city  fwarms  with,  are  here  inftructed  and  initiated  in  the 
courfes  they  are  to  follow  when  they  come  to  the  univerfities,  which  in- 
deed both  in  the  prologue  and  throughout  the  piece,  are  painted  more 
like  brothels,  than  feats  of  piety  and  learning :  for  fuch,  it  is  to  be  hoped, 
upon  enquiry  they  will  yet  be  found. 

I  would  afk  the  author  of  thefe  fcenes,  if  he  can  recollect  whether 
he  has  upon  his  lift  one  fingle  a  fling  play,  where  women  of  abandoned 
characters  like  thofe  in  his  piece,  are  introduced  merely  for  wanton 
purpofes  •,  and  if  the  perpetration  of  fuch  open  debaucheries  with  them 
is  admitted  to  pafs  with  impunity  ?  The  loofe  fcenes  between  Antonio 
and  Aquilina,  are  always  fupprefifed  in  the  reprefentation  of  Venice  Pre- 
fen?&\  and  it  is  well  known  they  were  wrote  by  a  needy  poet,  to  flatter 
the  vices  of  a  profligate  monarch,  and  to  fatyrize  the  famous  Antony 
Earl  of  Shaftefbury,  then  in  an  ill  odour  at  court.  Whores,  like  ghofts, 
are  never  to  be  brought  upon  the  ftage,  without  the  utmoft  caution  and 

refer  ve, 
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referve,  and  only  for  very  peculiar  ufes,  and  in  very  extraordinary  cir- 
cumftances.  Milwood,  in  George  Barnell,  is  a  character  that  would  go 
as  near  to  put  the  vice  of  fornication  out  of  fafhion,  as  would  a  reprefen- 
tation  of  the  Lock  Hofpital.  The  intrigue  of  Mirabel  with  Lamorce 
in  the  Inconfiant^  is  attended  with  immediate  punifhment.  Many  other 
examples  might  be  cited. — But  how  in  the  name  of  all  that's  virtuous,  is 
our  author's  young  Oxonian  difgrac'd  or  chafliz'd  for  his  wanton  exceffes 
with  women  of  pleafure  ?  His  paffion  for  the  gaming  table  indeed  may 
be  damped,  by  difcovering  what  a  crew  of  fharpers  he  had  got  in 
league  with  ;  but  I  don't  recoiled  any  occurrence  to  put  him  out  of 
humour  with  the  ladies.  Lucy  indeed  had  like  to  have  trepanned  him 
into  marriage  ;  but  that  efcape  would  in  the  reafon  of  things  rather  tend 
to  fix  him  in  loofe  and  vicious  attachments,  as  being  a  fyftem  of  lefs 
hazard ;  Lucy's  affair  therefore  is  a  caution  againft  marriage,  and  no- 
thing elfe :  the  only  champion  on  the  fide  of  virtue  therefore  is  honed 
Knowell\  his  character,  indeed,  is  fome  counterpoife  to  the  fcale  of  vice  ; 
pictures  of  friendfhip,  as  they  are  the  mod  pure,  are  perhaps  the  mod 
pleafing  of  any  the  ftage  can  hang  forth  to  our  view  i  but,  alas !  our 
author  has  envioufly  contrived  to  dafli  even  Knowell's  virtues  with  a 
blemifti,  by  making  him  a  fuitor  to  the  filter  of  his  friend,  and  thereby 
fullying  the  difintereftednefs  of  his  conduct. 

One  queftion  only  now  remains  to  be  afked  j  is  this  very  unbecoming 
fatire  upon  the  difcipline  of  the  univerfities,  and  the  morals  of  their  flu- 
dents,  perfectly  true,  perfectly  candid,  and  in  this  particular  is  it  per- 
fectly generous  with  refpect  to  Oxford  ?  Ought  the  fon  to  wound  the 
vitals  of  his  alma  mater?  And  is  he  aware  to  what  dangerous  extent 
fuch  a  parricidal  act  may  be  carried?  When  he  was  led  trembling 
upon  the  ftage  by  his  colleague  Mr.  Powell,  to  anfwer  to  the  complaints 
of  the  offended  Irifh,  could  he  have  acquitted  himfelf,  had  his  fellow  ftu- 

3  dents 
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dents  joined  in  the  charge?  The  reputation  of  our  univerfities  Is  a  national 
concern  of  the  highelt  and  mod  facred  importance?  The  welfare  of  the 
rifing  generation,  and  the  reputation  of  the  prefent,  in  a  manner  is  in  their 
keeping  :  to  them  the  fciences  look  for  their  proficients,  and  religion  for 
her  protectors  j  our  laws,  our  liberties,  and  the  blcfiings  of  our  happy  con- 
ftitution,  are  not  only  there  firft  to  be  known,  but  from  thence  are  finally 
to  be  defended.  But  I  afk  pardon  ;  my  warmth  tranfports  me  too  far  in 
a  defence  that  will  become  an  abler  advocate:  I  blufli  when  I  fee  acade- 
mical characters  brought  upon  the  ftage  •,  but  I  burn  when  I  hear  them 
lamoooned.  Gowns  and  fquare  caps,  hitherto  the  apparels  only  of  con- 
jurors, are  now  tranfplanted  from  our  univerfities  to  equip  Mr.  Wood- 
ward for  a  prologue. — A  prologue  did  I  call  it? — But  I  will  not  give  it 
a  hard  name,  though  it  bellows  fo  many  upon  thofe  to  whom  that  drefe 
exclufivcly  mould  belong.  And  let  it  be  remembered,  that  more  parti- 
cularly in  the  prologue  the  poet  is,  generally  fuppofed  to  fpeak  in  perfon; 
are  then  all  thefe  offences  to  be  palliated  by  one  conciliating  tag  at  the 
end  of  the  piece,  from  the  mouth  too  (as  I  faid  before)  of  a  harlot? 
*Tis  a  circumftance,  which  the  ridicule  of  it  makes  more  offenfive  per- 
haps than  any  befides. 

I  muft  now  take  my  leave  of  our  author,  by  declaring  to  him  and  to 
the  world,  that  impartiality,  and  not  prejudice,  has  drawn  thefe  cenfures 
from  me :  and  that  I  mail  gladly  embrace  any  opportunity  his  genius 
may  give  me  of  atoning  for  the  ferioufnefs  of  this  rebuke,  when  either 
his  heart,  or  his  pen,  fnall  afford  me  a  worthy  fubject  for  applaufe. 
Under  good  government  I  refpect  the  ftage  as  fecond  only  to  the  pulpit. — 
But  I  will  for  ever  take  up  arms,  as  the  friend  of  human  nature,  againft 
every  publication  that  tends  to  corrupt  the  honeft,  or  to  feduce  the 
innocent. 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 

iVlR.  Colman  having  taken  the  opportunity  of  his  laft 
publication,  to  thank  Mr.  Kenrick  in  a  very  peculiar 
manner,  for  his  friendly  intention  to  interpofe  between 
him  and  his  brother  patentees ;  the  latter  hopes  he  will 
be  thought  excufable,  in  .giving  this  public  proof,  that  he 
is  not  eafily  outdone  incourtefy.  Par  par:  refertur. 
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EPISTLE 
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G.  C        O        L        M        A        N. 

I.  "     , 

J\S  lounging  lately  round  the  plain, 
A  hound,  of  the  fheep-biting  train, 

Had  flipt  into  a  fnare  *  ; 
It  chanc'd  that,  timely  paffing  by, 
I  heard  the  yelping  mungrel's  cry, 

And  made  the  cur  my  care. 

*  I  fell  into  the  fnare.  Colman's  true  State,  &c. 

£  IL  With 
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II. 

With  pitying  eye,  I  law  him  bleed, 
And  would  his  tortur'd  tail  have  freed, 

And  hufh'd  his  howling  moan  ; 
But  as  my  friendly  hand  I  gave, 
That  hand  the  fnarler  feem'd  to  crave  *, 

He  bit  it  to  the  bone. 

III. 

So,  Colman,  thou,  in  rancour  rude, 
With  more  than  Tray's  ingratitude 

My  friendly  aid  haft  treated  -j- ; 
Thy  infolence  at  higheft  pitch, 
Tho  floundering  in  a  miry  ditch, 

As  if  on  Atlas  fcated. 


•  Mr.  Beckct,  bookfeiler,  the  friend  and  cmiflary  of  Mr.  Colman,  beln* 
almoft  daily  with  Mr.  Kenrick,  during  the  time  that  McfTrs.  Harris  and 
Rurhcrford  were  preparing  their  Narrative,  and  conftantly  ex  pre  fling"  his 
wifhes  that  fome  common  friend  v. oulJ  conciliate  the  differences  fulfilling 
between  thofe  gentlemen  and  Mr.  Colman. 

f  By  the  abufe  Mr.  Colman  h~s  thrown  out  toward  the  latter  end  of  his 
cafe  j  where  Mr.  Kenrick  is  rr.oft  ungratefully  and  injurioufly  treated,  f <  r 

having, 
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IV. 

What  tho  in  mock  theatric  flate 
Thou  fit'ft,  a  mimic  magiftrate, 

King  in  imagination ; 
I  muft  diiturb  thee  from  thy  dream, 
.And  wake  thee  to  an  actual  theme, 

Thy  rife  and  prefent  flation. 

V. 

Dropp'd,  in  a  bafket  pinn'd,  of  yore, 
A  puny  bantling  at  her  door, 

Dame  Fortune  found  thee  firfl  -, 
When,  fondeft  of  the  froward'ft  child, 
She  on  the  wayward  foundling  fmil'd, 

And  fent  thee  to  be  nurs'd. 


having,  at  the  requeft  of  Mefirs.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  defired  fome 
friends  of  Mr.  Colman  to  intereft  themfelves  in  making  up  the  breach  be- 
tween all  the  patentees.     Ingratum  fi  dixeris  omnia  dixeris. 

See  Colman's  true  State. 

VI.  In 
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VI. 

In  claffic  cradle  lull'd  thy  head, 
With  poefy's  panada  fed, 

And  pleas'd  with  rhime  and  rattle  : 
Thy  childhood  Thornton*  took  in  hand, 
With  Lloyd  -f*,  to  teach  thee  how  to  fland, 

And  how  in  print  to  prattle, 

VII. 
With  Roscius  next,  fo  Rumour  rings, 
A  peevifh  chit  in  leading-firings, 

A  cock-horfe  you'd  be  finding : 
Meanwhile,  as  after  Garrick's  dance 
Your  wooden  Pegafus  did  prance, 

You  fancied  you  were  riding  J. 


•  Bonnel  Thornton,  Efq;  the  facetious  author  of  many  ludicrous  pieces; 
and  Mr.  Colman's  colleague  in  writing  the  Connoifleur. 

t  Lloyd.  The  late  ingenious  Mr.  Robert  Lloyd;  to  whofe elegant,  though 
proftitutcd,  pen,  Mr.  Colman  is  indebted  for  many  a  lift  to  his  rifing  re- 
putation. 

X  It  is  notorious  that  Mr.  Colman's  firft  and  beft  play,  the  Jealous  Wife, 
was  like  many  others  offered  to  the  ftage,  a  mere  rudis  indigejiaque  mo/es, 

when 
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VIII. 

But  ah  !  whence  once  forfaking  Puck  *,. 
You  whipp'd  and  fpur'd  to*  ertake  his  luck, 

Poor  Cavalero  fpider  -j- ! 
By  you  the  fhadow  fubftance  deem'd, 
Stern  Fortune  J  frown'd,  and  frantic  feem'd 

Both  hobby-horfe  and  rider. 


when  firft  prefented  to  Mr.  Garrick,  who,  with  his  ufual  alacrity  exerted 
his  great  abilities  to  reduce  it  into  its  prefent  form.  The  readerr  however, 
who  is  defirous  of  being  more  particularly  acquainted  with  its  merit,  as  it 
now  ftands,  is  refered  to  the  critique,  inferted  in  the  Monthly  Review  about 
the  time  of  its  firft  exhibition ;  written  by  Mr.  Colman's  particular  and 
veryfincere  friend  Capt.  Dr.  J.  Berkenhout.  How  far  Mr.  Garrick  might 
affift  Mr.  Colman  in  the  Englifh  Merchant,  and  his  other  petty  pieces, 
may  probably  be  gathered  from  a  perufal  of  the  Oxonian  in  Town,  when 
Mr.  Colman  chufcs  to  publim  it.  For  in  this,  we  may  venture  to  fay  Mr. 
Garrick  had  no  hand.— One  cannot  help  reflecting  on  this  occafion  on  the 
whimfical  fituation  of  our  modern  Rofcius ;  who  frequently  furniflies  our 
play-wrights  with  that  very  merit,  which  undifcerning  criticks  have  after- 
wards produced  as  proof  of  their  fuperior  talents.  It  is  a  little  hard  how- 
ever, that  becaufe  a  man  is  ambidexter,  he  fhould  be  fuppofed  lefs  able  to 
write  with  his  right  hand  than  his  left.  .     . 

•   See  Midfummer-Night's  Dream. 

t  For  Cavelero  Cobweb. —  See  the  fame. 

%  In  the  fhape  of  G IP y. 

€  IX.  Fatal 
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IX. 

Fatal  the  hour  when  firlt  betray'd 
T  abandon  Garrick's  foft'ring  aid, 

On  certain  fate  to  rufh ; 
You  thdfeght,  no  doubt,  juft  taught  to  ftand, 
To  ftrut  with  Powell,  hand  in  hand; 

Alas !  king  Phyz  and  Ufh  *  ! 

X., 

How  fhort  your  tranfitory  fway, 
Crown'd  and  dethron'd  within  a  day, 

A  ftage-trap  revolution  ! 
Yet  fo,  of  like  theatric  flate 
A  year  the  power  may  terminate, 

And  change  the  conftitution. 

*  See  the  play  of  .the  Rehearfcl. 


XI.  What, 
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XI. 
What,  young  king   Coley  *,  then  art  thou. 
To  whom  obfequious  monarchs  bow, 

As  each  iubjection  catches  ? 
Thy  hands  in  ftate  behind  thee  tied, 
Art  thou  not,  glorying  in  thy  pride, 

A  king  of  fhreds  and  patches  -j- ! 

XII. 

How  could  it  enter,  then,   thy  pate  ; 
That  I  mould  be  a  candidate  ;£, 
To  ape  thy  tiny  grandeur  ? 


*  No  relation  to  the  merry  old  gentleman  of  the  fame  name,  recorded  in 
ancient  poetry ;  but  a  peevifh  brat  of  a  very  different  family. 

•f  See  Hamlet. 

%  Mr.  Colman  is  pleafed  to  infinuate  (page  60.  of  his  pamphlet)  that 
Mr.  Kenrick  is  "  a  candidate  to  reprefent  the  four  patentees  of  Govent- 
garden  as  a  Jiipendiary  manager." — Mr.  Colman  muft  know  but  little  of 
Mr.  Kenrick,  not  to  know  that  he  defpifes  the  managerial  dignity,  of  which 
Mr.  Colman  is  lb  tenacious,  not  lefs  than  he  himfelf  is  ridiculoufly  proud 
of  it.  At  the  fame  time  he  might  have  known,  that,  although  Mr.  Ken- 
rick does  not  eat  the  bread  of  idlenefs,  he  as  little  defires  fuch  ajtipend  as 
Mr.  Colman, 

That 
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That  I,  behind  fome  bully  rock, 
Should  ftalk,  like  fwelling  turky-cock, 
Yet  own  myfelf  a  gander  *  ? 

XIII. 

Believe  me  ;  no. — Such  mimic  ftate 
And  mimic  power,  I  proudly  hate  ; 

For,  know,  my  pride  is  real. 
Rather,  a  prodigal,  I'd  dine 
On  draff  and  hufks  with  fubjecl:  fwine, 

Then  rule  o'er  kings  ideal. 

XIV. 

Why  give  to  me  that  fav'rite  name, 
Which  you  by  long  prefcription  claim  r 
'Tis  you  abufe  and  flatter. 


•  See  Mr.  Colman's  pamphlet  j  in  feveral  parts  of  which  he  pretends  to 
have  been  over-reached  by  men,  whom  he  affe&ed  to  treat  as  children,  and 
whofe  underftandings  he  had  the  impudence  to  defpiie. 

'Tis 
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*Tis  you,  not  I,  that  do  the  news  *  : 
'Tis  you  whom  all,  that  know,  accufe, 
And  call  a  Mr.  Spatter  -f. 

•  Doing  the  news-papers,  is  reprefented  to  be  the  principal  occupation 
of  Mr.  Spatter. — Now  though  Mr.  Kenrick  hath  fometimes  obliged  Mr. 
Colman  and  the  reft  of  the  proprietors  of  the  St.  James's  Chronicle*,  with 
an  occafional  jeu  d'efprit;  yet  certain  it  is,  that  the  faid  Mr.  Colman,  and 
not  Mr.  Kenrick,  is  the  ftated  doer  of  that  paper;  as  the  barefaced  puffs  and 
notorious  falfhoods  conftantly  inferted  in  his  favour,  and  the  abufe  thrown 
out  againft  his  opponetns,  evidently  prove. 

t  See  that  moft  excellent  dramatic  performance  entitled  the  Englifh 
Merchant,  done  from  Mr.  Voltaire's  L'Ecoffaiffe,  wherein  the  character 
Of  Mr.  Spatter  is  defcribed  as  "  One  of  thofe  wretches  who  mifcal  them- 
felves  authors ;  a  fellow  whofe  heart  and  tongue  and  pen  are  equally 
fcandalous  ;  who  tries  to  infinuate  himfelf  every  where,  to  make  mif- 
chief  if  there  is  none,  and  to  increafe  it  if  he  finds  any." — How  Mr.  Colman 
can  fo  virulently  impute  fuch  a  character  to  a  man  whofe  real  character  he 
is  totally  ignorant  of,  and  who  is  fo  far  from  infinuating  himfelf  every 
where,  that  he  is  hardly  known  any  where,  is  really  amazing.  But 
that  he  fhould  do  this  in  return  for  fuch  perfon's  attempting,  at  the  defire 
of  his  friends,  to  ferve  him,  is  furely  a  monftrous  inftance  of  ingratitude. 
—But,  he  infmuates  that  Mr.  Kenrick  "  Flatters  himfelf  with  the  hopes 
of  expelling  Mr.  Colman  from  the  management,  and  of  feating  himfelf, 
by  the  aflxftance  of  his  friends,  in  the  vacant  chair." — Poor  Colman ! 
furely  the  mock-dignity  of  king  of  Brentford  hath  affected  your  intellects,  or 
you  could  never  be  fo  ridiculous  as  to  fuppofe  your  invidious  fituationdefirable ! 
If  Mr.  Kenrick  indeed,  had  ever  betrayed  any  ambition  to  become  runner  to 
a  theatre  j  had  he  ever  fhewn  any  abfurd  attachment  to  its  fair  dependents; 
had  he  ever  neglected  more  interefting  purfuits,  forfeited  the  efteem  of  his 

*  An  evening  paper,  proftituted,  to  the  puffing  off  Mr.  Colmari's  parafites,  and  the 

printer's  pot-companions, 

D  friends, 
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XV. 

Vain  is  thy  whining  poor  pretence 
To  truth  and  injur'd  innocence*  : 
Thy  virtues,  brought  to  light, 

friends,  or  rendered  himfelf  upon  that  account  contemptible  to  the  world, 
Mr.  Colman  might  have  had  fome  kind  of  plea  for  his  fufpicion.  But  the 
contrary  is  notorious.— It  is  true,  Mr.  Kenrick,  hath  written  a  play;  it  is 
true  the  reception  it  met  with  from  the  publick,  may  fome  time  or  other 
induce  him,  when  he  hath  nothing  better  to  do,  to  write  another.  He 
does  not  indeed  compare  his  amufements  with  Mr.  Colman's  works ;  Mr. 
Kenrick's  dramatic  attempts  muft  be  looked  upon  as  mere  relaxations  from 
<c  philofophical  experiments  and  brafs-rule  making! ."  Play-writing  is  Mr. 
Colman's  profefiion,  Mr.  Kenrick  has  feveral  better ;  but,  had  he  not,  he 
is  too  fenfible  of  the  advantages  Mr.  Colman  has  forfeited,  to  think  of 
writing  for  any  other  houfe,  while  Mr.  Garrick  is  manager  at  Drury-lane. 
And  he  may  appeal  to  that  gentleman  whether  he  is  under  any  neceflity  of 
fupplanting  Mr.  Colman  at  Covent-garden,  in  order  to  have  any  future 
performance  exhibited  to  the  beft  advantage. — Mr.  Colman  is  pleafed  to 
fpeak  of  the  complimeht  paid  him,  and  really  intended  him,  in  the  prologue 
to  the  Widow'd  Wife,  in  a  manner  Mr.  Kenrick  cannot  well  underftand  ; 
when  he  does,  he  will  endeavour  to  make  him  a  proper  reply.  In  the  mean 
time  he  cannot  help  thinking  it,  from  what  he  does  undcrftand,  an  addi- 
tional proof  of  the  propriety  With  which  Mr.  Colman  is  compared  to  the 
fnarling  cur  commemorated  at  the  beginning  of  this  epiftk ;  the  language 
Mr.  Colman  makes  ufe  of  on  the  occafion,  being  a  genuine  inftancc  of  the 
tanlna  facundia  %. 

*Mr.  Colman's  pamphlet  is  called  in  the  Public  Ledger  of  February  16. 
**  An  artlefs  tale,  fupported  by  inconteftible  truths,  pleading  the  caufe  of 

•f  See  Colman's  True  State,  p.  60. 

t  As  this  adage  may  pofiibly  have  flipped  Mr.  Colman's  memory,  it  may  not  be 
amifs  to  remind  him,  that  it  is  ufed  of  thofe  Mr.  Spatters,  qui  tantum  ad  male  dicen- 
dum  eloquentia  ftudium  cxercent  j— a  rixa  canium  et  oblatratu  fumpto  epitheto. 

injured 
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Will  mew  thee  fully  as  thou  art, 
With  Spatter's  tongue  and  pen  and  heart, 
A  Moral  hypocrite ! 

XVI. 

While  independent  I  can  live  *, 
No  meant  offence  I'll  take  or  give, 

Nor  flatter  nor  abufe  : 
And  let  me  tell  you,  as  a  friend, 
In  you  'tis  idle  to  contend 

For  pow'r  you  cannot  ufe. 


injured  innocence"  Why  then  do  not  MefTrs.  Colman  and  Powell  leave  this 
artlefs  tale  to  recommend  itfelf,  inftead  of  engaging  anonymous  fcribblers 
to  prejudice  their  antagonifts  with  thofe  who  have  never  read  it. — Do  MefTrs. 
Harris  and  Rutherford  take  fuch  difingenuous  methods? — No.  They  let 
their  Narrative  fpeak  for  itfelf;  and  a  pretty  pair  of  injured  innocents  it 
fhews  MefTrs.  Colman  and  Powell  to  be ! — It  fhould  be  obferved  indeed,  that 
things  are  not  always  innocent  becaufe  they  are  objects  of  pity,  nor  harm- 
lefs  merely  becaufe  they  are  contemptible. 

*  Mr.  Colman  is  pleafed  to  be  witty  on  Mr.  Kenrick,  for  having  ex- 
exercifed  a  mechanic  art.     He  fhould  have  had  fome  better  authority  for 
the  fact,  however,  than  that  of  Mother  Midnight ;  in  whofe  Old  Wo- 
man'? 
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XVII, 

What  tho  the  world,  that's  out  of  doors, 
Knows  not  th'  emoluments  of  yours, 

To  ftage-intrigues  a  ftranger  ; 
Yet  none,  who  caft  a  friendly  eye 
On  piteous  Coley  palling  by, 

Can  think  he's  fit  for  Ranger  *. 

XVIII. 
By  Nature  form'd  as  ill  for  wars 
Of  Venus,  as  for  thofe  of  Mars  -, 
In  both  a  recreant  knight, 

man's  Magazine  this  excellent  joke  was  firft  cut,  about  fifteen  years  ago. 
Mr.  Kenrick,  indeed,  cannot  conceal  the  difgrace  of  having  induftrioufly 
applied  himfelf,  as  well  to  the  mechanic  as  the  liberal  arts  ;  but  that  he 
hath  made  a  trade  of  them  any  more  than  Mr.  Colman  has  done,  is  a  mif- 
take.  Mr.  Colman  no  doubt  intended  to  be  very  farcaftical  on  Mr.  Ken- 
rick on  this  occafion ;  the  latter,  however,  cannot  help  being  greatly 
flattered  with  the  encomium  ;  as  it  recalls  to  his  mind  a  fimilar  farcafm  of 
a  certain  French  writer,  of  exactly  Mr.  Colman's  ftandard,  who  took  upon 
him  as  wittily  to  reproach  even  the  great  Sir  Ifaac  Newton,  with  being  a 
fpe&acle-maker. 

*  A  part  which  Mr.  Garrick  hath  played  on  the  ftage  with  univerfal 
applaufe.  It  is  no  wonder  therefore  it  is  attempted  to  be  rehearfed  behind 
the  fcenes  by  Mr.  Colman. 

From 
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From  one,  like  Paris,  flunk  away, 
Hard  labour  yours  in  fofter  fray 
To  do  your  Helen  right  !. 

XIX. 

How  then  mould  you,  behind  the  fcenes, 
E'er  mollify  contending  queens, 

And  bring  them  to  their  duty  ? 
Say,  what  can  fuch  a  thing  as  you, 
Between  two  fierce  viragos  do> 

But  floop  and  kifs  their  moe-tye. 

XX. 

In  vain  your  feeble  rage  may  burn, 
Or  kinder  paffions  take  their  turn  -, 

To  you  alike  pernicious, 
Whether  by  Lessy's  frown  you  die, 
Or  W 's  white  wench's  coal-black  eye, 

In  extafy  delicious ! 


E  XXI.  Should 
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XXI. 

Should  my  Lord  B efcape, 

And  baffled  jufHce  bring  the  rape 

With  harams  into  fafhion, 
You,  then,  indeed,  with  Powell's  aid 
The  green-room  a  feraglio  made  *, 
Might  glut  your  amorous  paffion. 

xxu. 

Juft  as  I've  Ccen  on  chimney- top 
A  lewd  cock-fparrow,  billing,  hop, 

Allur'd  from  hen  to  hen  * 
The  fair  difgufled  one  by  one, 
While  he,  no  fooner  off  than  on, 

Was  off  as  foon  again. 


•  The  render  who  dcfires  a  particular  explanation  of  this  parenthefls,  is 
referred  to  Mr.  P jl  himfelf,  who  can  beft  explain  it. 


XXIII.  But 
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XXIII. 

But  ah  !  beware  -,  and  tho  thy  power 
In  fpleen  or  love  the  prefent  hour 

To  fpend,  as  fuits  thy  tafle, 
Refolve  on  fome  more  faving  plan  -, 
Nor  let  fo  little  of  a  man 

Thus  run  himfelf  to  wafte. 

XXIV. 

For  know,  unlefs  with  Rofcius  (till 
In  the  fame  ink  you  dipp'd  your  quill, 

You  muft  not  hope  that  he, 
Tho  proud  to  bottle  Shakefpeare  up  *, 
Will,  even  in  a  broken  cup, 

E'er  fave  one  drop  of  thee. 

*  See  Mr-  Garrick's  prologue  to   the  Winter's  Tale,  as  altered  from 
Shakefpeare. 

THE  E     N     D. 


LETTER 


FROM 


T.  HARRIS, 
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H  E  meafures,  which  Mr.  Rutherford  and  myfelf  have  been  lately 
compelled  to  take  for  the  fecurity  of  our  interefts  and  property  in  Covent 
Garden  theatre,  have  been  fo  grofly  mifreprefented  in  the  news  papers 
and  in  common  converfation,  that  we  mould  be  wanting  both  to  our- 
felves  and  the  public,  did  we  not  once  more  folicit  their  attention  to  a 
plain  and  genuine  narrative  of  our  proceedings. 

We  are  not  infenfible  that  names,  interefts  and  difputes  like  ours, 
deduce  all  their  little  confequence  with  the  world,  from  their  accidental 
connections  with  its  occafional  amufements. 

Had  the  differences,  therefore,  which  have  fo  long  fubfifted  between 
us  and  our  fellow-proprietors  been  merely  of  a  private  and  domeftic 
nature,  we  mould  as  readily  acknowledge  the  impropriety  as  imperti- 
nence of  a  repeated  appeal.  But,  as  the  rational  entertainment  of  the 
town,  to  which  we  are  under  the  higheft  obligations,  may  pofiibly  be 
interrupted  by  the  continuation  of  our  difputes  ;  we  yield,  though  re- 
luctantly, to  the  difagreeable  neceflity  of  exculpating  ourfelves  from  the 
afperfions,   of  having  contributed  to  fuch  interruption,  any  farther 
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than  by  a  juft  and  reafonable  affertion  of  our  legal  right  to  the  joint 
management  of  our  common  property.  This  it  muft  be  owned  has 
been  productive  of  all  thofe  ill  effects  which  naturally  arife  from  the 
oppofition  of  determined  refolution  to  captious  infolence  and  inve- 
terate obftinacy. 

How  Mr.  Colman  will  (land  excufed  for  wilfully  protracting  the 
eftablilhment  of  our  company  on  an  equitable  and  amicable  footing,  I 
cannot  pretend  to  fay ;  but,  however  lightly  he  may  regard  his  duty 
to  the  publick,  we  cannot  but  think  it  ours  to  fatisfy  all  thofe,  who 
may  honour  us  with  their  attention  to  the  affairs  of  the  theatre,  that 
neither  this  protraction,  nor  the  difagreeable  confequences  that  are 
juftly  to  be  apprehended  from  it,  can  fairly  be  imputed  to  Mr.  Ruther- 
ford or  myfelf. 

To  this  end,  alfo  we  look  upcn  the  prefent  appeal  as  no  lefs  expe- 
dient than  exculpatory  •,  having,  to  our  great  mortification,  but  too  much 
reafon  to  fear  that  no  private  mode  of  reconciliation  will  ever  take  place 
with  Mr.  Colman.  In  the  mean  time,  it  is  with  equal  mortification 
we  daily  fuffer  under  the  miftaken  imputations  of  wilful  ignorance  or 
accidental  mifreprefentation. 

Hence  we  conceive  ourfelves  under  the  neceQlty  of  openly  making 
our  future  propofals  of  accommodation  in  the  face  of  the  publick ; 
hoping  that,  while  fuch  neceffity  pleads  an  excufe  on  our  parr,  Mr. 
Colman  will,  on  his,  pay  too  great  a  refpect  to  that  public,  to  have  re- 
courfc  to  his  ufual  artifices  of  evafion  and  prevarication  ;  of  which  indeed 
he  appears  to  poffefs  a  fccret  fund  altogether  inexhauftiblfc. 

The  eye  of  the  world,  is  not  fo  eafily  deluded  as  the  ear  of  a  friend  ; 
if  Mr.  Colman  therefore  has  any  thing  of  that  regard  for  truth  and 
juftice  he  pretends,  he  will  have  now   an  opportunity  of  difplaying  it  -r 
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and  of  encouraging  at  leaft  a  laudable  fufpicion  that  our  pafl:  differences 
have  been  more  owing  to  mifunderftanding  than  malevolence. 

As  to  thofe  perfonal  failings,  indeed,  which  he  hath  induftrioufly 
contrived  to  drag  to  light,  and  depofit  at  our  door  j  their  production 
will  ever  be  imputed  at  bed  to  fpleen  and  petulance  in  him  ;  while  we 
might  furely  plead  the  prefcription  of  youth  and  inadvertency,  at  lead 
to  many  •,  which,  however  they  may  ftand  as  items  in  our  account,  can- 
not certainly  be  applied  as  arguments  in  his  caufe. 

Not  that  with  regard  to  myfelf,  who  have  been  more  particularly 
pointed  at,  I  fear  to  meet  him  even  on  this  ground,  with  all  my  imper- 
fections. But  as  the  j  unification  of  offences,  from  example,  forms  but  a 
weak  plea  for  committing  them,  fo  the  preference  to  be  gained  by 
comparifon,  conftitutes  but  a  very  flender  degree  of  merit.  Befides  this 
I  humbly  apprehend  thefe  are  enquiries  (till  more  beneath  the  notice  of 
the  publick,  than  even  our  injudicious  fquabbles  about  the  property  and 
management  of  the  theatre. 

The  tale  I  have  to  tell  is  fimple,  and  perhaps  tedious ;  but  I  chofe 
to  tell  it  as  nearly  as  I  could  in  Mr.  Colman's  own  manner,  and  to  ad- 
drefs  it  to  himfelf  -,  becaufe  it  is  on  him  I  would  have  it  make  an  im- 
preffion.  The  fads  alfo  are  fimple  as  related  ;  the  motives  of  which, 
however,  may  have  been  fometimes  fo  complicated,  as  to  baffle  my 
fagacity.  I  have  indeed  been  more  attentive  to  the  order  and  certainty 
of  the  fads,  than  to  the  propriety  of  any  conclufions  drawn  from  them ; 
being  fenfible  that  although  partiality  may  pervert,  and  fophiflry  elude 
the  ftrongeft  reafoning,  the  evidence  of  fact  is  irrefiflible. 

When  we  firft  engaged  in  this  unprofperous  affociation,  and  at  the 
flattering  inftances  of  Mr.  Powell,  admitted  Mr.  Colman  to  a  fhare  in 
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our  intended  purchafe,  it  is  well  known  we  received  and  treated  him 
him  with  a  deference  and  credulity  that  all  our  inexperience,  of  which 
he  has  been  pleafed  to  remind  us,  can  hardly  find  an  excufe.  We  con- 
fefs  that  our  implicit  confidence  in  him,  and  the  character  given  us  of 
him  by  his  friend,  betrayed  a  moft  unworldly  weaknefs  and  ignorance 
of  mankind.  We  own  we  were  little  hackneyed  in  the  ways  of  men,  and 
much  lcfs  in  the  ways  of  men,  whofe  veriatile  genius  and  theatrical 
talents,  enable  them  to  afiume  a  new  character  with  every  new  pur- 
pofe  they  have  to  anfwer.  But  what  epithet  fhall  we  bellow  on  that 
principle  which  tends  to  extract  profit  from  fuch  ignorance? 

If,  in  the  formation  of  our  articles,  we  have,  on  our  part,  left  open- 
ings, into  which  the  infinite  pliability  of  the  law  can  Infinuate  itfelf  at 
pleafure  :  if  we  have  weakly  impofed  restrictions  clear  enough  in  their 
Spirit,  but  whofe  letter  may  be  melted  down  to  nothing,  by  the  indeter- 
minate conftructions  of  refinement  •,  let  Mr.  Colman  enjoy  the  honour 
of  having  outwitted  us,  and  let  it  be  our  fhame,  as  it  is  our  misfortune, 
to  have  given  him  the  opportunity. 

But  that  this  is  not  the  cafe,  there  is  the  greatefl  prefumption  to  be- 
lieve-, fince  it  is  the  opinion  of  two  of  the  firft  lawyers  in  this  kingdom, 
that  the  articles  are  exprefied  with  clearnefs  and  certainty,  nor  admit  of 
any  doubt  in  their  conftiuction.  It  is  remarkable  alfo,  that  although 
Mr.  Colman  pretends  he  lias  conftantly  acted  by  the  advice  of  counfel, 
he  never  produced  to  us  a  written  opinion  of  any  fuch  counfel,  in  his 
favour  i  which,  wnen  we  (hewed  him  that  of  ours,  he  certainly  ought 
to  have  done,  if  he  had  any,  or  wanted  really  to  come  to  an  accom- 
modation ! 
■ 

This  was  a  fatisfaction  in  which  he  would  or  could  not  condefcend 

to  indulge  us  :  in  the  mean  time,  we  found  we  were  dropping  apace 

into  flavery.    Nay,  we  were# even  told  by  our  oppreffor,  that  we  were 
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already  (laves.  But  this  need  not  have  been  told  us ;  we  faw  plainly 
the  very  fhadow  of  power  vanifh  from  us  •,  and  were  (truck  with  a 
ferious  alarm  left  our  property  mould  alfo  take  the  fame  courfe.  We 
faw  ourfelves  involved  in  a  vaft  and  infupportable  expence,  lavifhed 
away,  in  defiance  of  our  moftfolemn  protefts,  upon  fuperfluous  fervants, 
greedy  favorites,  and  a  numerous  (landing  army  of  undifciplined  and 
ufelefs  performers,  under  various  titles  and  denominations. 

We  did  not,  indeed,  then  forefee  that  the  new  and  coftly  trappings, 
with  which  Mr.  Powell  was  every  night  adorning  himfelf,  were  to  an- 
fwer  a  double  intent.  It  did  not  fuggeft  itfelf  to  us,  that  they  were 
defigned,  not  only  to  figure  on  the  ftage  of  Covent-Garden,  but  to 
exhibit  the  patentee  of  a  royal  theatre  in  becoming  fplendor  on  that  of 
Briftol. 

The  menacing  profpect  of  our  affairs,  however,  awakened  us  to  a  very 
ferious  attention.  We  found  our  theatre  intemperately  pouring  forth 
the  contributions  of  the  public  bounty,  as  faft  as  it  received  them ; 
and  this  in  a  manner  that  made  us  tremble  for  the  continuance  of  thofe 
fupplies. 

Nor  was  this  all :  fome  other  practices  had  begun  to  manifeft  them- 
felves,  which  gave  us  the  mod  fenfible  uneafinefs.  We  had  entered 
upon  our  office,  with  fanguine  hopes  of  attracting  the  favourable  re- 
gards of  the  public,  by  a  difinterefted  and  impartial  attention  to  the 
productions  of  men  of  genius.  We  fondly  hoped,  that  by  this  conduct 
we  might  have  the  merit  with  the  town,  of  refcuing  our  ftage  from 
thofe  imputations  which  had  been  caft  upon  it  under  former  ma- 
nagement. 

Thefe  were  the  confiderations  that  firft  recommended  Mr.  Colman 
to  our  fociety  j  and  it  was  from  a  juft  diffidence  of  our  own  abilities 
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for  the  above  important  taflc,  and  a  too  flattering  eftimation  of 
his,  that  we  admitted  him  into  our  treaty,  and  inverted  him  with 
the  office  of  acting  manager,  under  due  reftraint  and  controul. 
We  underftood  him  to  be  a  gentleman  of  education,  with  an  eftablifh- 
ment,  that  ought  to  have  fet  him  above  every  fervile  office  or  fordid 
confideration;  and  with  expectations  that  appeared  to  do  honour  to  our 
connection  with  him.  Inftructed  by  fo  able  a  mafter  as  the  fuccefsful 
manager  of  Drury-Lane,  we  conceived  the  talents  of  both  in  fome  de- 
gree congenial.  Strangers  to  the  friendly  arts  by  which  the  tutor 
nurfed  the  rickety  reputation  of  his  pupil,  we  falfely  imagined  the  latter 
fafely  arrived  at  the  goal  of  fame  •,  and  looked  upon  him  as  qualified 
to  conduct  others,  by  directing  the  incipient  efforts  of  genius  to  their 
proper  end  and  defign. 

How  thefe  hopes  have  been  fulfilled,  feveral  ingenious  and  infulted 
writers  too  well  know;  we  too  fenfibly  feel;  and  the  undeluded  publick 
will  be  able,  in  fome  degree,  to  judge  from  the  following  meets.  The 
reafons  on  which  we  ground  our  late  proceedings  ;  the  neceffity  we  lay 
under  of  making  a  forcible  entry  into  our  theatre  ;  the  fufpicion  of 
peculation  and  mifmanagement  within  thofe  doors  which  were  barricaded 
againft  their  owners ;  the  flagrant  verification  of  thofe  fufpicions ;  and 
the  unnecefiary  and  illegal  dilpofleflion  of  two  of  our  fervants,  by  the 
formal  and  ridiculous  procefs  of  a  third  ;  can  now  no  longer  with  pro- 
priety be  with-held  from  the  publick.  The  intelligence  belongs  to  them  ; 
it  is  at  their  tribunal  our  caufe  muft  be  ultimately  decided :  to  them 
therefore  we  fubmit  the  merits  of  it,  and  rely  on  their  judgment  and 
candour. 

To  Mr.  Powell  we  would  wifli  to  fay  as  little  as  poflible.  A  perfon 
who  has  made  an  abfolute  ceffion  and  furrender  of  his  faculties  to  an- 
other, and  blindly  delivered  himfelf  over  to  his  arbitrary  guidance, 
may  be  faid  to  fufFer  a  kind  of  moral  death,  and  under  fuch  an  entire 
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fufpenfion  of  volition,  can  fcarcely  be  confidered  as  reprehenfible  for 
the  turpitude,  or  commendable  for  the  rectitude  of  his  actions. 

Under  this  predicament  ftands  Mr.  Powell,  a  man  who  configns  his 
name  to  pamphlets  he  never  penned,  fubfcribes  letters  and  manifeftos 
which  if  he  had  read,  he  could  not  comprehend  •,  and  who,  in  the  af- 
fumed  office  of  fuperintending  the  wardrobe,  is  fo  delicate  in  his  truft, 
that  he  conveys  it  with  him  to  the  theatre  at  Briftol  •,  as  if  the  prefer- 
vation  and  fecurity  of  his  finery  depended  on  his  carrying  it  about  with 
him  on  his  back. 

To  conclude  •,  we  beg  leave  to  call  the  public  to  witnefs,  that  not- 
withstanding the  juft  refentment  we  cannot  but  feel,  at  fuch  repeated 
inftances  of  oppreflion,  we  defire  nothing  fo  much  as  a  fair  and  equitable 
accommodation.  And  that  the  terms  of  it  may  be  no  longer  liable  to 
mifconftruction  or  mifreprefentation,  we  have  in  the  following  pages 
openly  tendered  to  Mr.  Colman  fuch  overtures,  as  in  our  judgment 
feejn  beft  calculated  to  adjuft  our  differences. 

If  thefe  are  fair  and  equitable,  as  we  hope  they  are,  and  mean  they 
fhould  be,  the  town  will  know  on  which  party  to  lay  the  blame ;  if, 
when  the  theatrical  feafon  fhould  open,  our  doors  fhall  be  found 
(hut.  We  need  not  be  told  how  feverely  we  fhall  fmart,  as  well  as 
our  contending  brethren,  from  fuch  a  circumftance ;  but  we  have  too 
long  laboured  under  oppreffion  to  bear  it  with  patience  any  longer. 
On  the  contrary,  we  are  determined  to  oppofe  it,  at  the  hazard  of 
lofing  every  thing  we  poffefs  •,  rather  chufing  to  be  deprived  of  the  laft 
(hilling  of  our  property,  in  the  juft  and  legal  defence  of  ir,  than 
tamely  to  refign  our  right  to  the  conduct  and  difpofal  of  it  to  a  defign- 
ing  and  infolent  intruder* 
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R.  Rutherford  and  myfelf,  having  fo  often  in  vain  folicited  your 
attention  to  our  complaints,  and  invited  you  to  a  fair  and  amicable  dif- 
cuflion  of  the  feveral  grievances,  that  gave  rife  to  thofe  complaints  ;  we 
mud  now  in  mere  defpair  drop  all  private  correfpondence  with  you,  and 
refign  every  hope  of  gaining  upon  your  nature  by  thofe  gentle  and  com- 
placent arguments ;  which  we  have  hitherto  adopted  in  preference  to 
all  others,  and  from  which,  nothing  but  the  neceflity  of  felf-defence 
fhould  have  tempted  us,  in  the  conduct  of  our  difpute  with  you,  to  have 
departed.  But,  to  our  inexpreflible  mortification,  and  regret,  you  have 
dragged  us  into  public  controverfy:  and,  to  my  particular  difadvantage  it 
is,  that  I  now  find  myfelf,  by  the  abfence  of  my  colleague,  diverted  of  that 
afiiftance,  and  fupport,  which  a  communication  of  opinions,  as  well  as 
of  fufferings,  would  elfe  have  afforded  me.    The  libellous,  and  unmanly 
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infmuations,  with  which  you  have  filled  the  public  papers,  and  your  St. 
James'sChronicle  in  particular,  on  that  and  other  occafions,  have  obliged 
me  to  trace  the  ftream  of  abufe  to  its  fource;  though  I  have  not  attempted 
to  interrupt  its  current ;  having  derived  this  unintended  benefit  from  it, 
that,  while  you  was  proving  to  the  world  you  had  no  wit  but  malevo- 
lence, you  have  incautioufly  made  it  appear  that  you  have  no  argument 
but  fcurrility. 

I  am  now,  fir,  by  Mr.  Rutherford's  abfence,  left  to  defend  myfelf 
alone  :  yet,  fortified  by  the  integrity  of  my  intentions,  I  fear  not  to  call 
you  forth  at  the  tribunal  of  the  publick  ;  thither  I  recur  for  protection, 
and  there  our  injuries,  and  your  artifices,  cannot  efcape  difcovery.  'Tis 
true,  I  enter  upon  this  undertaking  with  great  difadvantages ;  your  un- 
common talents,  eftablifhed  practice,  and  perfect  initiation  into  the  logick, 
which  can  make  "  the  worfey  appear  the  better  reafon"  are  well  known. 
Againft  thcfe  I  have  nothing  to  oppofe  but  a  few  plain  facts,  felected  from 
a  multitude  of  grievances,  with  which  your  oppreffion  has  furnifhed  me. 

I  (hall  proceed  however  at  once  to  a  plain  and  candid  enquiry  into 
your  conduct,  from  our  firft  interview,  to  the  date  of  this  letter;  and 
from  this  enquiry,  I  think  it  will  be  feen,  that  even  before  we  figned 
our  firft  contract,  you  had  formed  a  latent  defign,  a  regular  plan  of 
cunning  and  dexterity,  to  work  yourfelf  into  the  fole  direction  of  Co- 
vent-Garden  theatre,  in  the  moft  abfolute  and  arbitrary  fenfe  of  the  word; 
and  this  at  the  expence  of  the  peace,  and  the  property  of  your  afibci- 
ates.  An  end  like  this  was  of  neceflity  to  be  accomplifhed  by  any  means, 
that  fophiftry,  feigned  friendfhip,  fecret  collufion,  or  open  violence 
could  devife  and  execute.  You  are  not  to  be  told,  fir,  how  many  turns 
and  windings  are  made  by  men  who  would  eftablim  a  reputation  for 
cunning,  in  order  to  efcape  the  vigilance  of  their  obfervers ;  but  you 
are  to  be  told  (and  it  may  be  matter  of  ufeful  information  to  you)  that 
in  weaving  this  web  and  labyrinth  of  deceit,  they  generally  leave  a  clue 
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behind  them  •,  which,  if  once  an  honed  man  gets  hold  of,  he  feldom  fails 
to  unravel  their  operations,  and  trace  them  up  to  the  point  from  whence 
they  ftarted.  Such  a  leading  thread  you  have  undefignedly  put  into  our 
hands.  This  is  the  pamphlet  you  are  pleafed,  by  a  figure  in  ipeech,  to 
which  you  are  but  too  much  accuftomed,  to  call  a  True  State  of  our 
differences.  I  (hall  fo  far  verify  the  title  you  have  given  it,  as  to  make 
frequent  ufe  of  the  fame  words  for  guiding  the  reader  to  the  truth,  which 
I  have  great  reafon  to  fear  were  employed  by  you  for  very  contrary 
purpofes. 

In  page  twelve  of  that  pamphlet,  you  fay  that,  "  At  a  meeting  between 
"  all  the  parties  on  the  3  ift  of  March,  Mr.  Hut  chin/on  attended  with  an  in- 
"  Jirument  prepared  for  us  tofign,  on  his  reading  over  that  part  of  it,  wherein 
*'  /'/  was  recited,  that  the  four  parties  fhould  be  equally  concerned  in  the 
"  management  of  the  theatre,  Mr.  Caiman  begged  leave  to  interrupt  him,  and 
"  told  him  it  was  a  fettled  point  that  he  (Colman)  was  to  be  invefied  with 
M  the  direclion  of  the  theatre,  whereupon,  to  Mr.  Colman* s  very  great  furprize, 
"  Mejfrs.  Harris  and  Rutherford  declared  they  never  had  the  leaji  intention 
"  of  fitch  an  article." 

You  fay  true,  fir,  we  never  had  the  lead  intention  of  inveftingyou  with 
fuch  a  general  indeterminate  authority;  we  declared  fo  then ;  and  we 
more  earnedly  proted  againd  it  now. 

'*  Mr.  Colman  faid  he  took  it  for  granted,  that  this  matter  (of  giving  him 
?  the  fole  difpofal  of  our  property)  had  been  previoujly  under  flood  on  all  fides" 

The  faft  is,  that  we  never  heard  a  word  of  your  being  the  abfolute 
director  of  the  theatre,  but  from  your  faying,  "  Tou  could  Jlir  a  fire  better 
than  any  man  in  England"  That  indeed  we  laughed  at,  as  a  conceit  of 
intended  wit  and  pleafantry,  but  could  not  imagine  that  you  meant  it  a 
fcrious  and  conclufive  argument  to  which  we  had  agreed :  but  you  further 
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uro-e  in  the  fame  page,  "  That  you  had  plainly  declared  to  Mr.  Powell  on 
*'  his  firjt  application,  that  you  would  never  be  concerned  in  the  purchafer 
M  unlefs  you  Jhould  be  invcjled  with  the  theatrical  direclion.  Mr.  Powell 
"  allowed  the  truth  of  this  affertion. 

And  is  your  declaration  to  Mr.  Powell,  that  you  would,  or  muft  be 
invefted  with  the  arbitrary  management  of  our  property,  a  reafon  that 
we  mould  be  fo  mad  as  to  accede  to  it,  in  order  to  gratify  your  luft  for 
power?  *  Mr.  Powell  afTerted  too,  when  he  introduced  you  to  us,  that  you 
was  a  fair  honed  man,  that  you  would  lay  down  a  plan  of  management 
that  would  raife  and  retrieve  the  reputation  of  our  theatre,  throw  all. 
competition  in  the  other  houfe  at  a  diftance,  and  advance  the  profits  of 
the  feafon  by  one  fourth  part  more  than  under  the  late  direclion.    But 
thefe  flattering  affcrtions  of  Mr.  Powell's,  though  repeatedly  backed  by 
your  teftimony,  are  no  better  a  proof  of  your  being  actually  poflelTed 
of  thefe  talents,  than   your  declaring  you  would   be   abfolute  in  the 
theatre,  was  a  demonftration  that  we  had  made  you  fo.    We  have  often 
fince  reflected  upon  the  variety  of  fhapes  you  afiumed  in  order  to  pro* 
cure  our  confent  to  inveft  you  with  the  fo  much  defired  direction  of  the 
theatre.    Simile,  pun,  jeft,  anger,  rage,  complacency,  nay  even  adula- 
tion, all  had  their  peculiar  exertions ;  but,  at  length,  finding  you  could 
neither  footh,  wrangle,  or  menace  us  into  the  wealuiefs  and  fervility  re- 
quired, you  dropped  the  attack,  made  a  fudden  tranfition  in  your  man- 
ners, and  uttered  folemly  this  declaration,  "  God  knows  my  heart,  I  never 
M  wijh,  nor  ever  can  be  arbitrary,  it  is  not  in  my  nature.1*     We  then  im- 
mediately  figned  our   flrft  inftrument  of  partnership,  which  left  our 
powers  in  the  management  of  Covent-Garden  theatre,  as  equal  as  our 
interefts  were  in  the  property  of  it. 

*  For  my  own  part,  I  mould  think  futh  a  declaration  muft  be  confidered  as  a  proof  that  we 
had  not  then  given  up  our  rights,  and  a  very  probable  preemption  that  we  never  have;  foi 
furely  you  would  not  threaten  to  take  that  from  as,  which  we  had  already  refigned  ;  on 
the  contrary,  fuch  an  avowed  fpiri:  of  refentment  would  be  moft  likely  to  put  us  upon 
•ur  guard  againft  it. 
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ARTICLES  of  AGREEMENT,  Quadripartite,  made 
and  agreed  upon  this  thirty-firft  day  of  March,  One 
thoufand  feven  hundred  and  fixty-feven,  between  Thomas 
Harris  of  Holbourn,  in  the  county  of  Middlefex,  Efquire, 
of  the  firft  part;  John  Rutherford  of  Newman-ftreet,  in  the 
in.  pari (h  of  St.  Mary  le  Bon,  in  the  fame  county,  Efquire, 
of  the  fecond  part ;  George  Colman  of  Great  Queen's- 
ftreet,  near  Lincoln's-Inn-Field,  in  the  county  aforefaid, 
Efquire,  of  the  third  part ;  and  William  Powell  of  Great 
RurTel-ftreet,  in  the  parim  of  St.  Paul,  Covent-Garden, 
Gentleman,  of  the  fourth  part,  as  follows  : 

VV  H  E  R  E  A  S  the  faid  Thomas  Harris  and  John  Rutherford,  by 
James  Hutchinfon,  their  agent,  are  in  treaty  with  Prifcilla  Rich,  the- 
widow  and  reprefentative  of  John  Rich,  late  of  the  parifh  of  St.  Paul, 
Covent-Garden,  Efquire,  deceafed,  for  the  purchafing  two  feveral  pa- 
tents for  exhibiting  theatrical  performances,  and  of  fundry  leafes  granted 
of  Covent-Garden  theatre  or  playhoufe,  and  of  the  rooms,  buildings, 
conveniences,  and  appurtenances  thereunto  belonging ;  together  with  all 
and  fingular  the  furniture,  fixtures,  fcehes,  decorations,  wardrobe,  mu- 
fick,  entertainments,  matters  and  things  whatfoever,  which  the  faid 
Prifcilla  Rich  is  now  pofleiTed  of,  or  intitled  to,  as  appertaining  or  be- 
longing to  the  faid  theatre,  cr  to  any  theatrical  performances  and  ex- 
hibitions, either  as  executrix  as  aforefaid,  or  in  her  own  right,  or  for 
or  in  behalf  of  herfelf,  and  any  other  perfon  or  perfons  whomfoever : 
And  alfo,  all  deeds,  books,  papers,  writings,  contracts,  and  fecurities 
thereunto  belonging:  And  whereas  the  purchafe-money  required  by  the 
faid  Prifcilla  Rich,  is  fixty  thoufand  pounds  ;  now  therefore,  it  is  hereby 
mutually  agreed,  by  and  between  all  the  faid  parties  to  thefe  prefents, 
and  they  do  hereby  for  themfelves  feverally  and  refpectvely,  and  for 
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their  leveral  and  refpective  heirs,  executors,  and  adminiftrators,  cove- 
nant, promife,  and  agree  to,  and  with  the  other  and  others  of  them, 
his  and  their  refpective  executors,  adminiftrators,  and  afligns,  in  man- 
ner following,  (chat  is  to  fay)  That  the  faid  Thomas  Harris  and  John 
Rutherlbtd  lhall  be,  and  are  hereby  authorized  and  impowered  to  pro- 
ceed in  the  faid  treaty,  and  to  contract  and  agree  for  the  purchafing  of 
the  faid  premifes  at  any  price  or  fum  not  exceeding  fixty  thoufand  pounds-, 
and  to  that  end  to  fign  and  execute  any  deeds  or  writings  that  may  be 
necefiary  and  proper  in  their  own  names,  but  for  the  joint  account  and 
benefit  of  all  the  laid  parties. — That  upon  concluding  the  faid  treaty, 
and  figning  any  fuch  contract  or  agreement  as  aforefaid,  all  the  faid  par- 
ties (hall  and  will  be,  and  become  joint  owners  and  proprietors,  and  be 
jointly  and  equally  interefted  and  concerned  in  the  faid  patents,  leafes, 
and  premifes,  both  for  profit  and  lofs,  and  (hall  be  jointly  and  equally 
concerned,  and  employed  in  the  management  of  all  the  theatrical  per- 
formances to  be  exhibited  in  confequence  of  fuch  purchafe. — That  all 
the  faid  parties  (hall  and  will,  well  and  truly  pay  and  advance  their  faid 
feveral  (hares  and  proportions  of  the  faid  fixty  thoufand  pounds,  or  fuch 
other  fum  of  money  as  aforefaid,  and  that  at  fuch  time  or  times  as  the 
faid  Thomas  Harris  and  John  Rutherford  (hall  agree  to  pay  the  fame, 
as  well  as  of  all  other  fum  or  fums  of  money,  cofts,  charges  and  expen- 
ces  attending  the  faid  purcafe. — That  in  cafe  the  faid  George  Colman 
and  William  Powell,  or  either  of  them,  (hall  not  at  fuch  time  or  times 
as  aforefaid,  be  prepared  with,  and  actually  pay  down  the  whole  of  his  or 
their  proportion  of  the  faid  purchafe  money,  they  the  faid  Thomas  Harris 
and  John  Rutherford,  mall  and  will,  jointly  and  equally,  advance  and 
pay  for  him  or  them,  fo  much  money  as  (hall  be  the  deficiency  of  the 
faid  George  Colman  and  William  Powell,  or  either  of  them,  fo  that  the 
fum  they  refpectively  pay  down  be  not  lefs  than  ten  thoufand  pounds, 
and  the  faid  Thomas  Harris  and  John  Rutherford,  or  fuch  of  them  as 
(hall  make  up  fuch  deficiency,  (hall  be  allowed  to  deduct  out  of  the 
refpective  (hares  of  the  profits  belonging  to  the  faid  George  Colman  and 
3  William 
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William  Powell,  intereft  for  the  fame,  at  and  after  the  rate  of  five 
pounds  per  centum  per  annum,  until  payment  thereof,  and  his  or  their 
part,  fhare  and  intereft,  in  the  premifes  fhall  fland  and  be  a  pledge  or 
fecurity  until  all  fuch  principal  and  intereft  fhall  be  fully  paid. — That 
upon  the  faid  treaty  and  agreement  with  the  faid  Prifcilla  Rich  taking 
effect,  all  the  faid  parties  fhall  enter  into  and  execute  the  neceffary  and 
proper  deeds,  inftruments,  or  writings,  as  well  for  the  better  effectuat- 
ing this  agreement,  as  for  the  managing  and  carrying  on  the  undertak- 
ing of  the  exhibitions  and  performances  in  confequence  thereof.  Pro- 
vided neverthelefs,  and  it  is  hereby  mutually  agreed,  that  in  cafe  of  the 
death  of  any  or  either  of  the  faid  parties  to  thefe  prefents,  before  the 
intended  agreement  with  the  faid  Prifcilla  Rich  fhall  be  carried  into  exe- 
cution, then  and  in  that  cafe,  thefe  prefents,  and  every  matter  and  thing 
herein  contained,  with  refpect  only  to  the  party  or  parties  fo  dying  fhall 
be  void  and  of  no  effect,  and  then  the  furviving  parties  fhall  ftand  in  his 
place,  if  they  think  proper,  and  fhall  and  will  jointly  and  equally  ad- 
vance and  pay  the  fhare  and  proportion  of  the  party  or  parties  fo  dying, 
and  in  cafe  of  refufing  or  declining  fo  to  do,  then  the  other  or  others  of 
the  faid  furviving  parties,  who  fhall  be  willing  fo  to  do,  fhall  and  may 
advance  and  make  good  the  deceafed's  fhare,  and  be  interefled  in  and 
intitled  unto  the  faid  premifes  in  proportion  to  the  money  he  or  they  fhall 
fo  advance :  And  for  the  true  performance  of  this  prefent  agreement, 
each  of  the  faid  parties,  doth  hereby  bind  himfelf,  his  heirs,  executors 
and  adminiftrators,  unto  the  other  and  others  of  them,  and  his  and  their 
refpective  executors,  adminiftrators,  and  affigns,  in  the  penal  fum  of 
three  thoufand  pounds  of  lawful  money  of  Great-Britain.  In  witnefs 
whereof,  the  faid  parties  firft  abovenamed,  have  hereunto  interchange- 
ably fet  their  hands  and  feals,  the  day  and  year  firft  abovewritten. 

Sealed  and  delivered)  T-  Harris.  (L.  S.) 

(being  firft  duly  ftamp'd)  /  J.  Rutherford.  (L.  S.) 

in  the  prefence  of  f"  G.  Colman.         (L.  S.) 

Ja,  Hutchinson.  J  Will.  Powell.  (L.S.) 

About 
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About  the  beginning  of  May,  being  wrought  upon  by  your  extreme 
folicitude  and  grois  defceptions,  concerning  the  neceflity  of  it,  we  be- 
gan to  take  the  management  of  the  theatre  into  farther  confideration. 

As  wc  had  obferved  from  our  fettling  the  firft  contract,  that  from  a 
ftrange  puerile  vanity  that  poflWTed  you,  a  perpetual  attempt  at  fuperiority 
ever  mixed  itfelf  in  your  converfation  on  bufinefs-,  though  we  could  not 
then  fufpect  any  latent  defign  upon  our  property,  but  rather  imputed  ir 
all  to  infirmity  of  temper,  yet  we  thought  it  prudent  to  give  a  parti- 
cular charge  and  precaution  to  Mr.  Hutchinfon  our  attorney  to  take 
efpecial  care,  to  guard  and  fecure  our  rights,  and  authority  in  this  new 
inftrument,  relative  to  the  management,  in  like  manner  as  we  had 
directed  and  required  him  to  do  in  the  firft  contract  with  you. 

Here,  Sir,  we  would  infert  this  fecond  inftrument  with  the  remarks 
that  we  intend  to  make  upon  it,  but  there  being  a  matter  in  difpute 
between  us,  that  fome  time  or  other  muft  be  fettled,  we  think  the  adjur- 
ing that  point  fhould  be  our  next  ftep ;  efpecially  as  it  will  be  a  very 
proper  preface  to  the  article,  and  ferve  to  introduce  the  reader  to  a  more 
intimate  acquaintance  with  your  character  and  accomplifhments. 

Mr.  Powell  has  often  loudly  complained,  that  he  has  been  impofed 
upon  concerning  the  article  of  management ;  that  he  is  thereby  barely 
defrauded  of  his  juft  right,  and  of  his  power  over  his  property,  by 
his  fellow  patentees.     This  complaint  is  as  notorious,  as  that  he  is 

an  equal  proprietor. The  hiftory  of  Mr.  Powell's  preclufion  is  as 

follows. 

On  your  return  from  Bath,  the  beginning  of  May,  we  called  on  you: 
the  firft  words  you  faid  to  us,  and  the  laft  at  that  meeting,  were  all 
tending  to  prove  the  certain  ruin  of  us  all,  if  Mr.  Powell  had  any  right 
to  interfere  in  the  management  of  the  theatre  j  and  this  was  the  firft 

time 
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time  the  idea  of  excluding  Mr.  .Powell  ever  occurred  to  us.  Cut  you* 
repeatedly  infilled,  that  Powell  was  a  man  of  no  degree  of  underftand- 
ing  ;  that  his  bonndlefs  and  exceffive  vanity,  with  his  infuperable  love 
x)f  expence,  mud  be  the  deftruction  of  our  undertaking. — To  Mr. 
Powell's  private  character  we  were  then  entire  ftrangers,  we  kne-vv  him 
only  as  a  performer;  you,  Sir,  was  his  Friend,  his  Intimate.— We 
objected  to  the  rr.eafure  as  unequitable  and  impracticable;  you  perfifted 
and  allured  us  it  would  be  for  his  good  in  the  end,  as  well  as  for  the 
general  good  of  us  all. — We  therefore  acquiefced.  Now,  Sir,  where  the 
dilhonourable  part  of  this  tranfaction  will  juftly  fall,  the  bare  afTertion  of 
either  party  cannot  determine,  facts  and  circumftances  muft. 

On  the  fide  of  Harris  and  Rutherford  it  may  be  urged,  that  it  does 
not  appear  in  the  leaft  probable,  that  the  lame  men  who  brought  Powell 
into  the  partnerlhip,  who  oppofed  Colman's  intended  monopoly  of 
power,  and  who  honeftly  eftablilhed  an  equality  among  them  all,  by  the 
jirft  inftrument,  Ihould  fo  fuddenly,  and  for  no  apparent  reafon,  be  for  pre- 
cluding Powell  from  all  power  by  the  fecond  inftrument:  it  is  to  be  ob- 
ferved  too,  that  Harris  and  Rutherford  have  never  once  pretended  to 
more  than  that  moiety  of  power,  which  their  moiety  of  property  na- 
turally gave  them ;  that  they  have  never  fine  e  in  any  fingle inftance  defired,  or 
intended  to  carry  into  execution  any  one  meafure  that  was  or  might  be  objetled 
to  by  Mr.  Powell.  But  it  appears  evidently  from  the  very  firft,  that 
Colman  ufed  every  means  to  engrofs  the  whole  power  to  himfelf.  Is 
not  this  one  proof,  that  Colman  was  the  man  who  fuggefted,  profe- 
cuted,  and  accomplifhed  the  plan  of  engaging  Powell,  to  give  up  all 
right  over  his  property. 

But  ftill  you  fay,  and  have  given  it  under  your  hand  to  the  public, 
(for  the  truth  of  which  the  immediate  jewel  of  your  foul  is  pledged) 
that  Rutherford  and  Harris  were  the  contrivers  of  Powell's  preclufion. 
—In  judging  of  this  point,  the  public  will  no  doubt  be  led  to  confider, 

C  that 
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that  Colman  was  Powell's  avowed  friend,  that  Colman  was  brought 
inco  the  partnerlhip  by  Powell,  fo  that  it  is  not  reafonable  to  think,  that 
after  fuch  obligations,  Colman  could  be  perfidioifs  enough  to  con- 
trive and  compals  the  exclufion  of  his  iritnd.  In  anfwer  to  this  reafon- 
ing,  we  will  make  uie  of  your  own  words  in  your  True  State:  "Powell 
"  however  jbcwcd  great  repugnance  to  giving  me  the  direction ;  but  on  my 
"  expojlulatwg  with  him  alon e  (do you  mark,  Sir,  alone)  on  this  fub- 
'•  jecly  and  reminding  him  of  his  fir  ft  application  to  me,  and  my  declared 
"  rejolutions  at  that  period,  he  (Powell)  frankly  confeffed,  that  he  had  been 
41  advifed  to  the  contrary,  but  that  on  reflection  he  returned  to  his  original 
**  intention,  and  was  content  to  put  his  fame  and  fortune  into  my  hands?'  Did 
Mr.  Colman  ever  throw  lb  fevere  an  imputation  upon  us,  as  he  has  now 
done  upon  himfelf  ?  Tickled  with  the  vanity  of  (hewing  how  im- 
plicit a  confidence  Powell  had  repofed  in  him,  he  has  inadvertently 
difcovered  how  unworthily  he  obtained  it,  and  the  ufe  he  made  of  it, 
leaving  us  at  a  lofs  which  mod  to  admire,  his  own  fubtilty  or  his  friend's 
fimplicity.  We  would  aik  Mr.  Powell,  if  we  ever  offered  the  fmalleft 
attempt,  or  exprefied  the  mod  diftant  hint  of  ourdefire,  that  he  mould 
refign  his  power  into  your  hands ;  indeed  his  frequent  complaints  du- 
ring the  tranfacYion,  and  very  often  fince  to  many  of  his  friends,  and 
to  one  refpectable  gentleman,  in  particular,  of  your  continually  impor- 
tuning him  day  by  day  to  give  up  his  voice,  fets  this  matter  clearly 
enough  to  view :  but  if  there  yet  remain  any  doubt,  take  the  fol- 
lowing tranfaction. — Some  time  in  November  laft,  Harris,  Rutherford, 
Colman,  and  Powell,  met  to  adjuft  their  differences.  Powell  complained 
loudly  of  the  article  of  management,  as  an  infamous  fraud  upon  his 
property,  and  an  abufe  upon  his  good-nature,  (for  fo  he  termed  his  ig- 
norance and  credulity)  and  in  plain  Englifh  faid,  "  That  the  precluding 

him  from  a  power  over  his  property,  was  a  d d  rog — fh  tran faction." 

Harris  and  Rutherford  blamed  him  much  for  not  diftinguiming  who 

contrived  or  brought  him  to  confent  to  that  meafure,  and  declared  they 

were  ready  that  inftant  to  return  him  the  equal  fhare  of  power  he 

4  had 
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had  vefted  in  him  by  the  original  article.  But  to  this  Mr.  Powell's  bofom- 
friend  with  great  warmth  abfolutcly  refufed  to  aflent,  affirming  vehe- 
mently "  The  power  I  have  I  will  keep,  I  will  not  part  with  a  jot  of  it." 

It  will  avail  you  nothing  to  deny  the  truth  of  this  anecdote.  We  have 
often  fince  repeated  the  fame  offer.  We  now  leave  the  impartial  reader 
to  determine  which  of  us  is  guilty  of  fuggefting,  of  accompliftiing,  and 
of  continuing  the  exclufion  of  Mr.  Powell. 

The  infinite  pains  you  have  taken  from  time  to  time,  to  mifreprefent 
and  elude  every  claufe  in  the  following  article,  muft  certainly  have  im- 
printed indelibly  every  fyllable  of  it  in  your  memory.  Yet  we  muft 
beg  your  patience  whilft  we  give  it  you  once  more  at  full  length. 

Whereas  7*.  Harris,  J.  Rutherford,  G.  Colman,  and  W.  Powell,  by  certain 
articles  of  agreement,  dated  the  3  ift  day  of  May  lafi,  did  agree  to  pur  chafe 
of  the  reprefentatives  of  John  Rich,  Efq;  deceafed,  two  patents  for  exhibit- 
ing theatrical  performances,  and  the  fever al  leafes  of  Covent-Garden  theatre, 
and  the  rooms,  buildings,  conveniencies,  furniture,  cloaths,fcenes,  decorations, 
mufic,  entertainments,  and  all  things  belonging  to  the  f aid  theatre  \  and  the 
faid  T*.  Harris  and  J.  Rutherford,  were  thereby  authorized  to  treat  for,  and 
pur  chafe  the  fame,  at  a  fum  not  exceeding  fixty  thouf and  pounds,  and  the  pur  - 
chafe  money  was  to  be  advanced  by  the  faid  parties  equally,  and  they  were  to 
become  jointly  and  equally  concerned  in  the  management  of  the  faid  theatre, 
and  were  to  execute  proper  deeds  andinjlrumentsfor  that  purpofe,  when  the  faid 
pur  chafe Jhould  be  compleated.  And  whereas  the  faid  T.  Harris  and  J.  Ruther- 
ford, have  accordingly  contracled  and  agreed  with  the  reprefentatives  of  the 
faid  John  Rich,  for  the  pur  chafing  the  faid  patents,  leafes,  premifes  and  things, 
at  and  for  a  fum  of  fixty  thoufand  pounds,  and  which  pur  chafe  is  to  be  com- 
pleated on  the  firji  of  July  next. — So  far  is  a  recital  of  the  firft  article; 
now  follows  what  may  be  called  the  acting  manager's  claufe. 

C  2  Now 
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Now  the  faid  fever  at  parties  having  perufed,  and  fully  underjlanding  the 
purport  and  contents  of  the  faid  contrail,  do  approve  of,  and  confirm  the 
fame>  and  having  alfo,  in  conference  thereof,  taken  into  their  confi deration, 
the  management  of  the  faid  theatre,  they  have,  for  the  better,  and  more  eafy 
conducting  the  bufinels  thereof,  as  well  as  for  their  joint  and  equal  benefit 
and  advantage,  agree,  and  do  hereby  mutually  declare  and  agree,  that  not- 
with/landing  every  thing  contained  in  the  faid  agreement  already  made  between 
the  faid  parties,  the  faid  G.  Caiman  Jh all  be  inv eft ed  with  the  direction  of  the 
faid  theatre,  in  the  particulars  following,  viz.  "  That  he  Jhall  have  power 
of  engaging  and  difmiffmg  performers  of  all  kinds,  of  receiving  or  rejetling 
fuch  new  pieces  as  pall  be  offered  to  the  faid  theatre,  or  the  proprietors  thereof, 
of  cafting  the  plays,  of  appointing  what  plays,  farces,  entertainments,  and 
and  other  exhibitions  Jhall  be  performed,  and  of  conducing  all  fuch  things  as 
are  generally  underftood  to  be  comprehended  in  the  dramatical  and  theatrical 
province.** 

By  virtue  of  this  claufe,  you  have  affirmed  to  yourfelf  the  title  of 
Acling  Manager,  —  a  technical,  undefinable,  tyrannical  term,  by  which 
you  have  impofed  on  all  the  inferior  players,  and  fervants  belonging  to 
the  theatre,  and  by  infinite  pains  have  perfuaded  them,  that  under  that 
title  you  have  an  unlimited  abfolute  power  over  every  department  of 
the  ftage. — If  you  had  informed  them  juftly,  they  wc  Id  have  known 
that  this  is  but  one  claufe  of  the  articles,  which  claufe  has  no  force  in 
law,  reafon,  or  equity,  independent  of  the  provifions  and  reftrictions  con- 
tained and  expreffed  in  the  fourth. — We  now  proceed  to  the  third 
claufe. 

"  And  the  faid  T.  Harris  and  J.  Rutherford,  Jhall  be  defired  to  attend  to 
the  controulment  of  the  accounts  and  treafury  relative  to  the  faid  theatre. — 
Provided  always,  and  in  as  much  as  the  [aid  T.  Harris  and  J.  Rutherfrd, 
will  have  leifure  to  attend  to  the  affairs  of  the  faid  theatre,  and  the  faid 
W.  Powell  is  to  be  engaged  as  an  aclor  or  performer  on  the  ft  age,  (for  which 
3  purpofe 
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purpofe,  feparate  articles  are  intended  to  be  entered  into  between  him  and  the 
other  parties)  in  which  his  time  and  attention  will  be  chiefly  employed  and 
taken  up, — fo  that  he  will  not  be  able  to  apply  himfelf  in  managing  the  buji* 
nefs  of  the  theatre. 

In  the  third  claufe  you  will  obferve  that  Harris  and  Rutherford  have 
the  department  of  the  treafury  particularly  affigned  to  them,  and  are 
faid  to  have  leifure  to  attend  to  the  affairs  of  the  faid  theatre,  by  which 
it  is  evident  that  it  was  by  no  means  intended  you  mould  bear  the  bur- 
then of  the  fole  management. — But  as  to  your  friend  Powell,  he  poor 
man,  appears  to  be  a  mere  parenthefis,  and  of  the  infignificant  kind  too,  of 
no  mark  or  power,  but  to  interrupt  the  fenfe  and  order  of  the  inftrument. 

Now,  fir,  to  the  fourth,  or  the  controuling  claufe,  which  claufe  you 
have  directly  violated  in  the  progrefs  of  your  conduct  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  paft  feafon. 

7/  is  therefore  hereby  further  agreed,  that  the  faid  G.  Colman  Jk  all  from 
time  to  time,  and  at  all  times  hereafter,  communicate  and  fubmit  his  conducl, 
and  the  meafures  he  jhall  intend  to  purfue,  unto  them  the  faid  Harris  and 
Rutherford. — So  far  furely  is  very  full,  explicit,  and  intelligible,  nor  do 
we  fee  any  room  to  exercife  the  arts  of  quibling  and  chicanery  :  but  to 
proceed. — "  And  in  cafe  they  Jhall  at  any  timefignify  their  difapprobation 
thereof  in  writing  unto  the  faid  G.  Colman,  then  and  in  that  cafe,  the  meafures 
fo  difapprdved  of,  fhall  not  be  carried  into  execution,  any  thing  before  con- 
tained to  the  contrary  notwithftanding."  Now,  if  you  will  do  us  the 
favour  to  read  thh  fairly  to  your  friends  the  box-keepers,  treafurer,houfe- 
keeper,  wardrobe-keeper,  under  aclors,  carpenters  and  candle  fnufters, 
they  will  explain  to  you  the  power  that  is  annexed  to  your  boafted  title 
of  Atting  Manager.  This,  and  only  this,  to  prcpofe  and  to  fubmit,  and  if 
we  approve,  to  execute, — not  elfe. — They  may  tell  you  tco  that  this  is  all 
the  power  any  equal  partner  ought  to  have. — It  is  all  that  law  or  equity 
would  give,  or  any  honeft  man  demand. — And  give  us  leave  to  tell 

von 
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you,  it  is  all  the  power  you  ever  (hall  have,  while  we  are  proprietors  of 
Covent-Garden  theatre.  The  following  is  the  fifth,  which  we  think 
may  with  propriety  be  termed  the  amicable  claufe. 

"  Tet  nevertbekfs  with  refpetl  to  the  faid  W.  Powell,  it  is  intended  and 
agreed,  that  he  Jhall  at  all  times  give  his  advice  and  afjijlance  relative  to 
any  part  of  the  bujinefs  of  the  faid  theatre,  when  thereunto  deftred  by  the 
other  parties.''* 

Thus,  fir,  have  you  provided  for  the  man,  "  Who  was  content  to  put  his 
fame  and  fortune  into  your  hands?'  Unlefs  he  is  called  upon  by  the  other 
three  proprietors  for  his  advice  and  affiftance,  it  is  an  abfolute  infringe- 
ment of  the  articles  for  him  ever  to  obtrude  his  opinion  in  any  matters 
•whatfoever. 

No  fooner  was  the  foregoing  article  executed,  than  your  defign  of 
diverting  us  of  our  legal,  natural,  and  equitable  power  over  our  pro- 
perty, began  to  appear  too  plainly  to  be  doubted  by  us. — Your  friends, 
agents,  authors,  actors,  printers,  box-keepers,  news-writers,  Powell  and 
Colman,  all  affirm  that  Colman  is  inverted  with  the  abfolute  manage- 
ment of  the  whole  theatre :  for  you  well  knew,  when  once  the  public 
are  imprefled  with  a  falfhood,  it  takes  fome  time  to  undeceive  them.— 
Another  ftroke  of  your  policy  was,  to  exert  all  your  talents  of  (lander 
and  ridicule  againft  us-  Our  youth,  our  inexperience,  our  way  of  think- 
ing, our  courfe  of  life,  and  our  conduit  in  every  particular,  were  ren- 
dered as  contemptible  as  your  labouring  invention  could  paint  them. 

The  feafon  at  length  arrived  for  opening  the  theatre,  previous  to  which 
a  rehearfal  was  appointed,  and  it  being  the  firft  under  the  new  propri- 
etors, the  whole  company  were  fummoned  to  attend.  We  thought  it  en- 
cumbent on  us  not  to  omit  this  opportunity  of  feeing  the  performers 
thus    convened,    and   accordingly   entered  the  theatre  with  all  the 
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chearfulnefs  of  young  men,  fond  of  a  new,  promifing  and  agreeable 
purchafe. — But  how  were  we  received  ?  We  expected  the  performers, 
(efpecially  the  capital  ones)  would  have  been  introduced  to  us  :  but  in- 
ftead  of  fhewing  us  any  marks  of  civility,  you  impetuoufly  came  up  to 
us  with  the  appearance  of  offended  pride  and  enraged  importance ; 
flopped  us  fhort,  and  bade  us  go  off  the  ftage,  left  we  mould  interrupt 
the  bufmefs  of  the  theatre. 

Petulant  and  ill-mannered  as  we  then  thought  your  treatment  in  this 
inftance,  we  now  perceive  it  was  a  part  of  your  original  policy,  to  keep 
us  as  much  as  poffible,  ignorant  of  all  matters  relative  to  the  theatre, 
and  of  every  perfon  belonging  to  it;  which  plan  is  obvioufly  confident 
with  your  original  one,  of  worming  yourfelf  by  degrees  into  the  folc  and 
arbitrary  direction  of  the  theatre. 

On  the  14th  September  the  theatre  opened;  every  day  giving  us 
frefh  reafons  to  refent  your  infolence.  We  wilPnot  here  re-enter  on  the 
propriety  or  impropriety  of  your  engaging  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Yates ;  but  fhall 
only  tell  you,  that  as  it  was  a  meafure  difapproved  of  by  us  all  in  con- 
ference on  that  head,  and  a  meafure  of  great  confequence  to  us  all,  it 
ought  not  to  have  been  taken  without  the  confent  of  Harris  and  Ruther- 
ford, efpecially  not  in  defiance  of  our  known  opinion. — The  reafon  you 
affign  for  this  precipitate  engagement,  will  not  bear  you  harmlefs,  for 
you  knew  you  had  the  ftrongeft  affurances  that  the  managers  of  Drury- 
X-ane  would  not  engage  them. 

As  to  the  affair  of  Gymbeline,  the  falfhood  of  your  reprefentation  in 
your  pamphlet,  is  capable  of  proof:  if  we  did  not  think  the  time  would 
be  mifpent  in  agitating  an  obfolete  queftion.  You  are  fenfible,  that  by 
your  excellence  in  the  art  of  ftirring  up  a  fire,  you  made  it  abfolutely 
neceflary  for  us  to  forbid  a  repetition  of  this  performance; 

Upon 
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Upon  receipt  of  this  prohibition,  you  and  Mr.  Powell  thus  conformed 
ur  articles;  yen  threatened  to  fhut  up  the  theatre,  and  Mr.  Powell 
to  appeal  to  his  friends  and  the  public  for  redreis.  (See  True  State* 
p.  36.)  About  this  time  we  began  to  perceive,  by  the  deluge  of  tradei- 
mens  bills,  that  an  immenle  expence  for  the  wardrobe,  &c.  had  been  in- 
curred by  Mrs.  Powell,  without  our  knowledge  or  confent. — We  there- 
fore could  not  but  think  it  highly  expedient  for  us  to  examine  minutely 
what  property  had  been  brought  into  the  theatre.  On  enquiry,  we  were  told 
by  the  wardrobe-keepers,  that  great  part  of  the  property  was  in  the 
pofiefTion  of  Mrs.  Powell,  at  her  houfe  in  Rufiel-ftreet,  Covent-Garden. 
We  then,  with  as  much  politenefs  as  we  were  mafters  of,  defired  that 
Mrs.  Powell  would  fend  to  the  theatre  what  belonged  to  it;  and  that  fhe 
would  not  give  herfelf  the  trouble  to  incur  any  more  expence  without 
our  knowledge.  We  immediately  received  an  anfwer  from  W.  Powell, 
that  our  requefts  could  not  be  complied  with;  that  Mrs.  Powell  was  in- 
verted with  the  care  of  the  wardrobe  by  Mr.  Colman,  and  that  we  Ihould 
find  he,  Mr.  Powell,  was  not  that  cypher  we  feemed  to  imagine.  (See 
True  State*  p.  38.)  This  anfwer  might  have  juftificd  our  refentment, 
though  it  excited  only  our  rifibility. 

We  do  not  find  that  the  managers  of  Drury-Lane,  give  any  precedent 
for  tins  conduct  of  Mr.  Powell.  All  their  wardrobe,  appropriated  and 
unappropriated*  is  in  the  theatre,  under  the  care  of  proper  officers,  equally 
refponfible  to  them  both. — But  we  find  in  Mr.  Powell's  anfwer,  that 
jWr.  Colman  inverted  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Powell  with  the  care  of  the  ward- 
robe. You  feem  here,  fir,  to  have  power  far  beyond  a  director ;  you  are 
a  theatrical  deity*  for  in  this  mimic  world  nothing  is  to  exift  but  by  your 
fat.  Ycur  arrogance  faid,  let  Powell  be  a  cypher  and  he  was  cypher. 
Your  caprice  revokes  his  deftiny,  and  this  cypher  becomes  a  manager; 
while  Harris  and  Rutherford,  for  confpiring  together  how  to  preferve 
the  fmall  remnant  of  their  liberties,  are  compelled  to  bend  the  knee  to 
their  theatrical  Moloch,  or  endure  the  fiery  ordeal  of  his  difpleafure. 

To 
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To  relieve  your  attention  a  little  from  the  consideration  of  ftubborra 
fads,     i  will    here  attempt  a  parallel   between  yourfelf  and  another 
abting  manager  of  great  "notoriety  in  former  days.     You  will  find  his 
hiftory  in  Cibber's  Apology  :  this  gentleman  was  a  patentee  partner, 
bred  to  the  law,  and  like  you  too  appointed  atling  manager-,  fubject  to 
the  conftant  infpection  and.  controul  of  his  partners,  who  like  us  were 
then  confidered  as  controuling  managers,  he  promifed  to  raife  the  re- 
venue of  the  theatre  greatly,  juft  as  you  have  done  ;  he  began  his  ma- 
nagement  by    refufing  to  fubmit  the  little  matters  of  theatrical  bufi- 
nefs  to  his  partners  •,  then  he  refufed  to  fubmit  greater  matters,  'till  at 
length  he  ihook  off  their  infpe&ion  and  controul  in  every  refpect :   (fo 
far  is  not  the  companion  exact  ?)  He  then  proceeded  to  raife  a  thoufand 
ftories  of  the  ignorance  and  tyranny  of  his  partners  :     endeavouring  to 
incenfe  the   publick  againft  them  as  men  and  managers.     He  boafted 
daily  what  full  houfes  his  management  produced  j  that  he  meant  all  for 
the  good  of  his  partners ;  that  he  was  going  on  profperoufly,  and  fhould 
continue  fo,  if  they  would  but  be  quiet-— your  conduct  exactly ! — But, 
inftead  of  having  raifed  the  profits  of  the  theatre,  he  leflened  them 
many  thoufands,  juft  as  you  have  done,  Sir — at  leaft  (by  the  account 
given  in  to  his  partners  •,)  then,  Sir,  he  engaged  whatever  fervants  and 
performers  he  thought  proper  ;  obliging  them  to  obey  none  but  him  ; 
and  laid  out  whatever  fums  he  pleafed,  without  the  confent  or  know- 
ledge of  the  other  proprietors — altogether  juft  as  you  have  done. — But 
to  complete  his  character  of  atling  managing^  he  at  length  took  exclu- 
five  pofieffion  of  the  theatre,  patent,  wardrobe,  &c.  &c.  and  referred 
his  fellow  proprietors  to  the  court  of  Chancery  for  redrefs.  Thus  far  the 
comparifon  holds  : — but  we  truft  here  it  will  break  off,  for  this  ailing 
manager^  proceeding  by  bills  in  Chancery,  fuits  in  law,  and  every  petty- 
fogging  trick,  fo  tired  and  harrafled  his  fellow  proprietors,  that  they 
were  in  the  end  heartily  glad  to  give  up  their  property,  and  to  leave 
him  in  entire  pofieffion,  rather  than  have  any  more  concern  with  fuch 
a  man. 

D  To 
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To  return  now  to  our  narration  : 

The  fchemes  and  arts  that  you  practifed  to  creep  into  an  exdufive 
management,  and  in  confequence  of  that  into  an  exclufive  pofTefiion, 
were  various,  and  inceflant  in  their  operations.  But  among  them  all, 
your  favourite  fcheme  to  that  end,  was  that  of  being  thought  an  able 
and  a  fuccefsful  manager,  and  to  fupport  that  character,  it  is  incredible 
to  thole  who  know  not  your  arts,  what  an  enormous  burthen  it  hath  been 
to  the  pannerfhip,  not  lefs  than  thirty,  forty,  fifty,  and  fixty  pounds 
in  orders,  were  generally  fent  into  the  theatre  each  night  •,  and  on 
one  night  in  particular  in  fupport  of  one  of  your  own  pieces  upwards  of 
one  hundred  pounds.  Thus  Sir,  you  fupported  your  fame,  at  the 
expence  of  our  common  property. 

About  the  latter  end  of  February,  we  were  informed  you  were  tam- 
pering with  the  performers,  fervants,  &c.  &c.  and  endeavouring  to 
prevail  on  them  to  enter  into  articles  with  you  only :  which  articles,  it 
feems,  you  were  prepared  to  execute  upon  your  own  proper  authority, 
without  any  reference  to  us,  and  our  privilege  of  revifing  and  diflent- 
ing  from  or  confirming  the  fame. 

This  appeared  fo  manifeft  a  violation  of  your  engagements,  and  fo 
directly  contrary  to  the  exprefs  letter  of  our  articles,  that  we  could 
fcarce  give  credit  to  it :  however,  in  order  to  guard  againft  fo  danger- 
ous a  meafure,  we  immediately  ordered  Mr.  Garton  the  trcafurer,  to 
ferve  the  following  notice,  mutatis  mutandis,  upon  every  perfon  be- 
longing to  the  theatre. 

-     , 
Sir, 

lAM  directed  byMefirs.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  to  give  you  notice, 

that  you  cannot  be  confidered  as  belonging  to  Covent-Garden  theatre 

3  after 
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after  the  expiration  of  this  feafon,  unlefs  the  engagements  you  may  en- 
ter into  for  the  next,  be  confirmed  in  writing  by  one  or  both  of  U9. 

Covent-Garclen  theatre,  _ 

Feb.  25,  1768.  ?-    Gar  TON. 


This  notice  we  thought  had  nothing  often  five  or  unreafonable  in  it, 
yet  you,  Sir,  and  Mr.  Powell,  were  incenfed  to  the  higheft  degree; 
and  that  part  of  the  company  who  were  dependants,  and  others  who 
wanted  to  pay  their  court  to  you,  did,  in  imitation  of  you  and  Mr. 
Powell,  exclaim  againft  it  in  the  moft  abufive  and  bitter  terms. — One  ' 
gentleman  in  particular,  an  intimate  and  avowed  friend  of  yours,  and 
formerly,  as  we  have  been  told,  a  military  man ;  (you  know  how  to 
chufe  your  friends!)  when  the  above  notice  was  given  to  him  in  the 
green-room,  (before  great  part  of  the  company)  threw  it  into  the  fire 
with  theutmoft  indignation  :  then  (lamping  on  it,  added  this  explicit 
comment  to  the  act :  that  if  he  had  power,  he  would  ferve  the  authors 
as  he  ferved  this  notice — thruft  them  into  the  middle  of  the  flames. — 

This  kind  of  language  has  been  frequently  held  by  this  intimate 
friend  of  yours  in  public  cofFee-houfes,  and  wherever  he  reforted,  as 
we  have  been  informed  by  many  gentlemen,  who  have  heard  and  been 
fhocked  at  his  indecent  behaviour.  Every  fervant  and  inferior  actor 
in  the  theatre,  knowing  how  much  fuch  conduct  pleafed  and  delighted 
you,  imitated  in  all  places  this  gentleman's  behaviour. 

Thus  you  form  a  contrivance  to  deprive  us  of  our  property,  and 
if  we  legally  endeavour  to  defend  it,  by  fending  a  proper  notice  to  the 
company,  not  to  enter  into  engagements  without  our  concurrence,  you 
inftantly  excite  them  by  variety  of  falmoods  and  others  arts,  to  facti- 
ous abufe,  contempt,  public*  fcurrility,  and  falfe  reports,  againft  our 
conduct  and  characters. — By  this  kind  of  craft  you  fee,  Sir,  to  what  a 
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dilemma  you  reduce  us,  we  mufl  patiently  fubmit  to  the  falfe  report 
and  abufes  of  the  under  actors  and  fervants  in  pur  pay,  or  we  mult 
implicitly  refign  our  property  to  be  difpofed  of  as  your  arbitrary  hu- 
mour (hall  direct. 

But  thefe  indecences,  which  to  you  who  are  the  companion  of  thofe 
who  utter  them,  might  be  irkfome  ;  to  us,  who  do  not  hold  ourfelves 
obliged  to  enter  the  lifts  with  our  own  fervants,  were  ever,  and  fhall 
continue  to  be  regarded  with  the  contempt  they  merit.  You  poffefs 
the  faving  art  of  transferring  your  own  quarrel  to  other  men,  and  we 
have  no  more  refentment  againft  thefe  engines  of  yours,  whom  you 
have  enlifted  as  the  factious  abettors  of  your  arbitrary  and  illegal  de- 
figns,  than  we  fhould  have  againft  your  footman,  who  brought  an  im- 
pertinent meflage  or  letter  from  you. 

We  began  now  to  be  very  defirous  of  knowing  how  the 
company  were  to  be  fixed  for  the  enfuing  year,  and  wrote  to  you  often 
for  that  purpofe.  On  the  21ft  of  March,  we  obtained  a  plan  of  the 
alteration  you  propofed.  On  the  25th  of  the  fame  month  you  received 
our  anfwer,  in  which  we  affigned  very  minutely  our  reafons  wherever 
we  differed  from  you,  and  requefted  we  might  have  yours  in  return  as 
foon  as  convenient,  to  the  end,  that  a  plan  for  the  enfuing  feafon  might 
be  fpeedily  formed  for  the  general  good. 

About  this  time,  fir,  as  you  kept  boafting  of  your  fuccefsful  manage- 
ment, Mr.  Rutherford  and  myfelf  offered  in  the  prefence  of  feveral  gen- 
tlemen, to  infure  to  you  for  three  years,  a  fum  equal  to  the  produce 
of  that  manage  rent :  whatever  more  might  appear  on  the  books  at 
the  clofe  of  each  year,  to  be  fhared  equally,  if  you  would  give 
yourfelf  no  more  trouble  about  the  management.  This  you  refufed  i 
but  offered  us,  if  we  would  withdraw  ourfelves,  a  fum  equal  to  ous 
our  (hare  in  the  profits  of  the  prefent  year  •,  but  what  further  fum  your 
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management  might  produce,,  you  and  Mr.  Powell  were  to  (hare  be- 
tween you. — At  the  fame  meeting,  you  frequently  in  the  moft  agitated 
manner  repeated,  "  Will  you  fell?  Will  you  fell  V* — As  no  reafon  fug- 
gefted  itfelf  to  me,  why  I  mould  be  obliged  to  fell  any  more  than  your- 
felf,  you  know  I  made  you  this  offer  :  viz.  •*  To  put  my  fhare  with 
yours,  on  the  inftant  up  to  auction,  and  whoever  of  the  two  (Colman 
and  Harris)  Ihould  bid  moft,  mould  have  both;"  this  too  you  refufed. 
After  many  letters  and  interviews  having  palled  on  the  fubject  of 

fettling  the  bufinefs  of  the  theatre,  in  which  you  artfully  delayed  com- 
ing to  any  determination,  and  endeavoured  by  all  methods  to  keep  us 
profoundly  ignorant  of  your  tranlactions  or  intentions.  We  fcrved  you 
on  the  15th  of  April,  with  a  general  notice  to  conform  to  your  articles: 
—yet  notwithstanding  all  thefe  precautions,  we  were  much  furprized  a 
week  or  two  after,  to  hear  that  you  were  engaging  the  company  under 
pretence  that  our  differences  were  all  amicably  adjufted. 

Exceedingly  alarmed  at  this  intelligence,  we  the  fame  day  fent  for 
feveral  of  the  performers ;  who  all  allured  us,  Mr.  Colman  had  taken 
them  unawares,  that  they  underftood  it  was  entirely  agreeable  to  us,  or 
otherwife  they  Ihould  not  have  entered  into  any  engagement  with  him. 
One  in  particular  of  eminence  in  his  profeflion  affured  us,  he  wasfo  much 
concerned  at  being  thus  deceived,  that  he  would  go  immediately 
t&  Mr.  Golman,  and  endeavour  to  get  his  agreement  cancelled : 
he  accor  dingly  went,  and  afterwards  fent  us  the  following  letter. 


■ 

,\,„  Sir, 


Sir, 

X  Waited  on  Mr.  Colman  this  morning,  and  according  to  my  promife, 
demanded  the  cancelling  of  the  agreement  I  had  made  with  him,  in  the 
manner  you  defired ;  his  anfwer  was,  he  would  not. 

As  fuch,  I  hope  you  will  confider  I  have  done  every  thing  you  wiflied 
me  to  do,  and  flatter  myfelf  you  will  look  on  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Mattocks 
as  defirous  of  doing  their  bufinefs,  without  entering  into  party. 

I  am,  Sir, 

April  28,  1728,  With  refpect,  &c. 

G.  Mattocks. 


In  this  fituation,  in  order  to  prevent  as  much  as  poflible  the  effects 
of  your  promifes,  threats,  and  mifreprefentations,  in  the  performers, 
fervants,  and  other*,  we  caufed  the  following  paper  to  be  printed  and 
delivered  to  every  performer,  tec. 


TO  THE  PERFORMERS  AND  OTHER  PERSONS  BELONGING 
TO  COVENT-GARDEN  THEATRE. 

1  HE  many  partial,  arbitrary  and  unwarrantable  proceedings  of  George 
Colman,  Efq-,  one  of  the  managers  of  Covent-Garden  theatre,  being 
manifeftly  injurious  to  the  intereft  and  property  of  us  Thomas  Harris 
and  John  Rutherford,  we  thought  ourfelves  obliged,  with  the  advice  of 
counfel,  to  give  him  the  following  written  notice. 

T  O 
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J.  N  purfuance  of  articles  of  agreement  entered  into,  between  you  the 
faid  George  Colman,  and  us  Thomas  Harris  and  John  Rutherford, 
whofe  names  are  hereunto  fubferibed,  and  alfo  William  Powell,  bearing 
date  the  fourteenth  day  of  May,  1 767,  we  do  hereby  require  you  to  com- 
municate and  fubmit  unto  us,  the  faid  Thomas  Harris  and  John  Ruther- 
ford, all  future  meafures,  which  you  fhall  intend  to  purfue,  refpe&ing 
the  direction  of  Covent-Garden  theatre;  and  more  efpecially,  we  do 
hereby  conjointly  forbid  you  engaging  or  contracting  with  any  performers, 
artificers,  or  fervants,  of  any  kind  or  denomination  whatfoever,  for  the 
next  leafon,  or  for  any  other  term  or  time  at  the  faid  theatre,  without 
firft  -communicating  and  fubmitting  to  us  your  intended  contracts  or 
agreements  with  fuch  performers,  artificers  or  fervants,  and  every  of 
them  ;  and  we  do  hereby  further  in  particular  conjointly  prohibit  you 
from  receiving,  contracting  for,  or  getting  up  for  performance  any  new 
pieces,  which  may  be  offered  to  you  for  the  laid  theatre,  or  on  behalf 
of  the  proprietors  thereof,  and  from  reviving  any  old  plays  or  perfor- 
mances of  any  kind,  and  alfo  from  calling  any  plays  to  be  performed 
at  the  faid  theatre,  without  firft  communicating  and  fubmitting  to  us 
the  faid  Thomas  Harris  and  John  Rutherford,  all  and  every  the  meafurea 
you  fhall  intend  to  purfue  in  thefe  refpects,  and  alfo  all  fuch  meafures  as 
regard  your  future  conduct  and  management  of  all  things  comprehended 
in  the  dramatic  and  theatrical  province  of  the  faid  theatre;  Jo  that  we 
may,  if  we  fhall  think  fit,  fignify  our  difapprobation  thereof  in  writing 
to  you  ;  in  which  caie,  the  fame  are  not  to  be  earned  into  execution* 
purfuant  to  the  faid  articles  :  And  we  do  hereby  further  give  you  notice* 
that  all  contracts  or  agreements  made,  or  to  be  made  by  you  with  any 
performers,  artificers  or  fervants  whatfoever,  contrary  to  the  tenor  or. 
this  prefent  warning  or  notice,  fhall  be  deemed  and  confidered  by  us  as 
aull  and  void ;  and  that  we  Ihall  forbid  and  prevent  the  payment  of  the 
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fefaries,  or  other  allowances  or  gratuities  thereby  ftipulated  or  agreed 
to  be  given,  made,  or  paid  to  fuch  performers,  artificers  or  fcrvants, 
and  every  of  them  ;  and  (hall  alfo  prohibit  and  prevent  the  payment 
*or  getting  up,  or  performing  of  any  new  pieces  received,  contracted 
tor,  or  ordered  to  be  got  up  by  you,  contrary  to  this  notice,  and  the 
payment  of  all  expences  attending  the  fame.  At  the  fame  time  we  do 
aflure  you,  that  we  do  not  mean  to  fignify  our  difapprobation  in  writing 
of  any  meafure  whatfoever,  which  you  fhall  intend  to  purfue,  and  mall 
be  duly  communicated  and  fubmitted  to  us,  refpecting  the  aforefaid  par- 
ticulars, or  any  of  them  •,  unlefs  we  fhall  be  fully  fatisfied  and  convinced 
in  our  own  judgment  that  the  fame  will  not  be  conducive  to  the  enter- 
tertainment  of  the  public,  and  the  real  ihterefls  of  the  other  proprietors 
of  the  faid  theatre,  and  ourfelves :  It  is,  at  the  fame  time,  proper  for 
us  to  apprize  you,  that  thefe  being  terms  and  conditions  which  you  are 
bound  by  the  faid  articles  of  agreement  with  us  to  comply  with,  we 
fhall,  in  cafe  of  your  breach  of  them,  purfue  all  fuch  legal  remedies  to 
procure  fatisfaction  and  redrefs,  as  we  fhall  be  advifed.  Dated  this 
1 8th  Day  of  April,   1768. 

Thomas  Harris, 

John  Rurtherford. 

And  whereas  we  have  received  information  that  the  faid  George  Col- 
man  has  fecretly  and  clandeftinely  entered  into  articles  with  certain  per- 
fons,  now  belonging  to  this  theatre,  in  defiance  of  the  above  notice  or 
warning,  in  open  violation  of  the  articles  fubfifting  between  us,  and  in 
contempt  of  our  legal  proteft  in  writing  to  him  delivered;  it  is  therefore 
judged  expedient,  in  regard  to  the  fecurity  of  the  company,  to  give  this 
general  notice,  That  fuch  agreements  are,  in  the  opinion  of  counfel 
illegal,  and  therefore  will  not  be  afiented  to,  or  deemed  obligatory, 
by  us  •,  and  that  all  perfons  who  have,  or  fhall  at  any  time  enter  into 
any  agreement  with  the  faid  George  Colman,  without  having  the  afTent 
4  in 
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in  writing  of  one  or  both  of  us,  will  be  confidered  as  entering  into  a 
combination  with  the  faid  George  Colman,  to  divert  us  of  that  natural  and 
equitable  right  over  our  property  in  the  faid  theatre,  which  we  are  de- 
termined by  every  legal  method  to  maintain. 

Many  falfe  and  malicious  afperfions  alfo  having  been  openly  as  well  as 
covertly  propagated,  that  we  mean  to  difcharge  feveral  of  the  performers, 
&c.  to  lower  the  falaries  of  others,  and  to  weaken  and  throw  the  whole 
company  into  diforder  and  confufion,  than  which  nothing  can  be  more 
contrary  to  our  intentions.  All  perfons,  therefore,  who  are  defirous  of 
being  fatisfied  of  our  defigns  refpecting  themfelves  in  particular,  or  the 
theatre  in  general,  are  requefted  to  apply  to  us,  at  the  faid  theatre,  or  at 
either  of  our  houfes  refpectively. 

Covent-Garden  Theatre,  Thomas  Harris, 

April  27,  1768. 

John  Rutherford: 


We  were  now  informed,  that  Mr.  Colman  was  negociating  with  every 
perfon  belonging  to  the  theatre,  and  devifing  every  means  to  engage 
them.  In  order  as  much  as  in  us  lay  to  prevent  this,  we  fent  for  many 
of  the  principal  performers,  cautioned  them  not  to  enter  into  an  en- 
gagement with  Mr.  Colman  alone :—  again  and  again  explained  to  them, 
that  no  engagement  with  Mr.  Colman  alone  could  be  binding  on  us  or 
them,  contrary  to  notices  given  to  both  parties.  We  even  wentfarther, 
and,  that  it  might  not  be  urged,  againft  us,  as  it  had  been,  that 
our  protefts  were  frivolous  and  capricious,  and  had  no  other  object 
than  to  prevent  the  public  exhibitions  of  the  theatre  we  offered 
to  engage  any  of  them  in  a  manner  conformable  to  our  articles 
with  MefTrs.  Colman  and  Powell,  which  we  were  advifed  we  le- 
gally might  do.    But  we  found    your  artifices  had  taken  too  much 
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hold  of  many  amongft  them  ♦,  and  upon  this  difcovery  we  entirely  de- 
clined any  further  engagements  with  them. — At  the  fame  time  wc 
caufed  the  following  paper  to  be  exhibited  in  both  the  green-rooms. 


OBSERVATIONS  OFFERED  TO  THE  CONSIDE- 
RATION OF  THE  PERFORMERS  AND  OTHER 
PERSONS  BELONGING  TO  C  O  VEN  T-GARDEN 
THEATRE. 


W. 


Hereas  feveral  falfe  and  deceptive  infinuations  have  been  thrown 
out,  refpecting  the  prefent  circumftances  of  Covent-Garden  theatre,  it 
is  judged  expedient  to  offer  the  following  obfervations  to  the  parties 
concerned. 

I.  That  as  George  Colman,  Efq-,  is  inverted  with  the  management 

of  the  faid  theatre  by  an  article,  in  which  he  is  exprefly  bound 
to  fubmit  all  the  meafures,  he  may  intend  to.  purfue  in  fuch 
management,  to  T.  Harris  and  J.  Rutherford,  and  to  put  no 
defign  in  execution  which  they  may  difapprove:  he  the  faid 
George  Colman  has  no  right  or  authority  to  act  as  fole  manager, 
without  making  fuch  fubmiflion  of  his  meafures  to  the  faid 
Harris  and  Rutherford,  who  are  by  virtue  of  the  faid  article, 
ultimately  to  determine  what  fhall  or  mall  not  be  carried  into 
execution  by  the  {aid  Colman,  refpecting  the  management  of 
the  faid  theatre. 

II.  That  all  contracts  with  performers,  or  others,  made  by  the  faid 

George  Colman,  for  himfelf  and  fellow  proprietors,  againft  the- 
confent,  or  even  without  the  knowledge  of  Harris  and  Ruther- 
ford, are  and  mult  be  null  and  void,  fo  far  as  they  regard  the 
y  laid 
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faid  Harris  and  Rutherford,  on  whom  they  cannot  be  obligatory: 
the  faid  George  Colman  not  being  authorized,  but  publickly 
and  exprefly  forbidden  by  them  to  enter  into  any  fuch  contract. 

III.  That  as  the  faid  George  Colman,  notwithftanding  the  repeated 
remonftrances  made  to  him  by  Harris  and  Rutherford,  ftill  per- 
fifts  in  neglecting  to  fubmit  to  them  the  meafures  he  intends  to 
purfue,  in  the  management  of  the  theatre,  and  alfo  in  pur- 
fuing  fuch  meafures  as  they  difapprove,  they  Harris  and  Ruther- 
ford, are  juftifiable  in  preventing  the  farther  proceedings  of  the 
faid  Colman,  to  the  injury  of  their  property,  and  in  oppofition 
to  the  tenor  of  the  articles  fubfifting  between  them. 

IV.  That  notwithftanding  the  undoubted  right  of  Harris  and  Ruther- 
ford to  prevent  the  farther  mifmanagement  of  the  faid  theatre, 
there  is  reafon  to  believe  from  the  apparent  difpofition  of 
Mr.  Colman,  that  if  the  faid  Harris  and  Rutherford  do  fo  exert 
themfelves  in  oppofition  to  the  illegal  and  unjuftifiable  con- 
dud  of  the  faid  Colman,  an  interruption  will  enfue  to  the  bufi- 
nefs  of  the  faid  theatre. 

V.  That  an  interruption  to  the  bufinefs  of  the  theatre  muft  be 

attended  with  very  difagreeable  confequences,  both  to  the  com- 
pany and  the  proprietors. 

i 

VI.  That  if,  in  order  to  prevent  fuch  an  interruption,  Harris  and 
Rutherford  do  afTume  the  management  of  the  theatre,  in  default 
of  the  faid  Colman,  they  are  juftifiable  both  in  law  and  equity, 
for  the  fubfequent 
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REASONS. 


I.  That  the  negative  power  given  them  by  article  as  comptrolring; 

managers,  does  not  fupercede  their  pofitive  power,  as  two  equal 
and  joint  proprietors  of  the  theatre ;  for  that  they  do  not,  on  any 
confideration,  either  expreflfed  or  underftood,  thereby  refign 
or  give  up,  that  natural  and  equitable  right,  which  every  man 
has  to  the  difpofal  and  management  of  his  own  property :  fa 
that  they  are  ftill  at  liberty  to  aft  pofitively  with  regard  to  fuch 
property,  as  if  no  fuch  article  exifted  ;  in  which  laft  cafe,  they 
would  undoubtedly  have  as  much  right  to  manage  the  joint 
property  of  the  theatre,  to  contract  for  and  difcharge  performers, 
&c.  as  either  or  both  the  two  other  proprietors. 

II.  That  on  the  other  hand  both  Colman  and  Powell  do,  by  the  faid 

article  refign  and  give  up  their  right  as  fimple  proprietors  ;  Mr. 
Powell  exprefly,  for  a  valuable  confideration  allowed  him  as  a 
performer,  refigning  all  pretentions  to  manage ;  and  Mr.  Col- 
man intelligibly  for  the  emoluments  accruing  to  him  as  a  dra- 
matic writer,  confenting  to  acl:  as  manager  fubject  to  the  controul 
of  Harris  and  Rutherford  ;  who  expecting  no  other  profits  from 
the  theatre,  than  what  muft  arife  from  the  good  management 
and  common  intereft  of  the  whole,  think  it  extremely  unjuft 
they  mould  be  deprived  of  the  privilege  of  providing  for  its 
fecurity;  efpecially  as  for  the  reafons  affigned,  they  and  they 
only  are  legally  impowered  to  determine  what  -meafures  are  to 
be  purfued  in  the  conduct  of  the  faid  theatre. 

IIL  That  notwithstanding  Colman  and  Powell  are  by  the  faid  article 
legally  incapacitated,  the  latter  to  interfere  in  the  management 
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at  all,  and  the  former  to  manage  otherwife  than  is  approved  by 
Harris  and  Rutherford  ;  while  the  faid  Harris  and  Rutherford 
lie  under  no  legal  reftraint  from  acting  in  default  of  Colman 
as  matters  of  their  own  property,  and  joint  patentees  of  the 
theatre  ;  it  is  yet  by  no  means  the  defire  of  Harris  and  Ruther- 
ford, to  infringe  the  faid  articles,  or  fuperfede  the  faid  Colman 
as  acting  manager,  they  requiring  only  that  he  ad  in  conformity 
to  the  article  by  which  he  was  conftituted  fuch  :  in  which  cafe 
he  actually  admitting  their  negative  right  as  comptrolling  ma- 
nagers, they  would  not  willingly  exert  their  pofitive  right  as 
patentees  and  proprietors. 

It  is  hoped,  that  on  this  fair  and  impartial  reprefentation  of  the 
cafe,  none  will  be  fo  mrfled  as  to  adopt  fuch  abfurdities,  as  that  any  per- 
fbn  can  be  inverted  with  an  exclufive  right  of  managing  at  his  own 
pleafure,  by  an  article  that  authorifes  him  only  to  manage  under  the  con- 
troul  of  others  ;  or  that  Harris  and  Rutherford  can  have  no  other  right 
over  their  property,  than  to  complain  ineffectually  of  Colman's  mifma- 
nagement  of  it  -,  while  he  himfelf  is  authorized  to  proceed  in  open 
breach  of  the  very  article,  by  which  he  claims  the  privilege  of  managing 
at  all.  They  hereby,  therefore,  confirm  the  notices  already  given  to  Mr. 
Colman,  and  the  performers,  that  they  are  not  nor  will  deem  themfelves 
bound  by  any  contract  or  engagement  entered  into  by  Mr.  Colman, 
without  their  confent  firft  obtained. 

T.  Harris. 

J.  Rutherford. 


Such  was  our  fituation,  when  on  the  fourth  of  May  Mr.  Ru- 
therford by  accident  was  prefTed  by  the  crowd  at  Ranelagh  clofe  to  you. 
He  could  not  avoid  expoftulating  with  you  on  your  conduct,  he  told 
you>  and  be  told  you  truly,  how  extremely  defirous  we  were  of  ending  a 

contention 
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contention  which  ferved  only  to  weary  the  patience  of  the  public,  and 
facrifice  our  joint  interefts.  In  confequence  of  this  accidental  rencontre 
you  appointed  the  fucceeding  evening,  for  the  four  parties  to  meet.  Mr. 
Rutherford  and  myfelf  met  you,  with  a  fixed  determination  to  ufe  every 
pofiible  method  of  finally  clofing  a  dilpute,  which  had  for  fo 
many  months  harrefied  and  diftrefted  us-,  we  were  determined  to  give 
.you  up  all  your  pointsr  as  you  call  them,  though  we  were  too  fenfible 
many  of  them  weie  very  injurious  to  our  property.  Indeed  we  never 
did  mean  litigioufiy  to  contend  with  you  about  matters  of  inferior  mo- 
ment. This,  from  firft  to  laft,  has  been  the  only  point  we  had  in  view, 
viz.  to  have  an  equitable  controul  over  our  property,  and  the  mangement 
of  it.  In  this  difpofition  we  met  you,  when  it  was  foon  understood 
that  all  arrangements  relative  to  this  theatre  might  very  eafily  be  adjufted 
to  the  fatisf action  of  all  parties.  The  following  point  was  the  only 
one  in  which  we  differed  from  you\  and  in  juftice  to  Mr.  Powell,  we 
miift  declare  he  likewife  differed  from  you  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
arguments,  equally  with  ourfelves.  You  infifted  that  you  fingly  had  a 
right  to  form  the  mode  of  engaging  performers,  and  that  no  one  but 
yourfelf  JJocuId  fign  an  article  with  any  performer.  We  urged  that  the 
making  agreements  with  performers  was  a  meafure  of  the  greatefl  ex- 
pence  and  importance  in  our  undertaking,  and  that  by  our  articles  you 
were  obliged  from  time  to  time,  and  at  all  times,  to  fubmit  your  con- 
dud,  and  the  meafures  you  intended  to  purfue ;  and  that  upon  our  dif- 
approbation  the  meafure  was  not  to  be  carried  into  execution.  We  far- 
ther urged,  that  from  the  nature  of  our  circumftances,  having  an  undi- 
vided moiety  of  the  property,  from  the  common  ufage  and  nature  of 
partnerfhip,  from  the  e*prefs  letter  of  our  article,  from  common  fenfe 
and  common  equity,  as  we.  were  liable  to  pay  the  half  the  expences  or 
damages  that  might  occur  in  our  undertaking,  we  thought  it  but  rea- 
fonable  that  bonds,  penalties,  and  expences,  amounting  to  fo  many  thou- 
fands  a  year,  mould  not  be  entered  into  in  our  names  without  our  know- 
ledge and  confenti  which  could  be  no  otherwife  aflured  to  us,  than  by  our 

figning 
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figning  the  agreement ;  and  that  if  you  intended  to  article  none  but  fuck 
as  we  approved,  there  could  not  poflibly  arife  an  objection  to  every 
article  being  figned  by  the  four  proprietors.. 

This  reafoning  having  no  kind  of  weight  with  you,  we  made  you  this 
propofal. — That  our  articles  reflecting  the  management  fhould  be  laid 
before  fome  one  or  two  of  the  mod  eminent  counfel,  to  be  nominated  by 
yourfelf,  who  mould  have  power  given  to  prefcribe  a  form  for  engaging 
performers  in  future,  and  who  mould  determine  who  of  us  were,  and 
who  were  not  to  fign  the  faid  article* 

Mr.  Powell  received  this  propofal  as  became  him  •,  he  declared  it  ta 
be  his  opinion  that  we  ought  all  to  fign  the  articles  with  performers,  but 
obferved  that  the  offer  of  referring  it  to  counfel  was  fair  and  candid  in 
the  highefl:  degree.  You  yourfelf,  fir,  even  you, — allowed  k  to  be  fair* 
but  faid  you  mufi  take  two  or  three  days  to  confider  of  it.  We  then  parted 
in  appearance  moft  amicably  difpofed  to  each  other. — Mr.  Powell  now 
openly  avowed  the  equity  of  our  proceeding,  and  publicly  declared  to  alt 
his  friends,  that  if  our  difputes  were  not  entirely  ended,  it  mud  be  alto- 
gether Colman's  fault  •,  and  indeed  was  fanguine  enough  to  fay,  that  it 
was  impoffible  Colman  mould  not  confent  to  our  unexceptionable  pro- 
pofal. But  how  were  his  and  our  expectations  defeated,  when,  after 
impatiently  waiting  the  expiration  of  two  days,  we  received  the  follow- 
ing note. 


Sibl, 

i^Ince  I  had  the  pleafure  of  feeing  you  and  Mr.  Rutherford,  I  have 
advifed  with  my  friends  and  counfel  concerning  your  joint  propofal. 
They  are  all  unanimoufly  of  opinion,  that  my  right  to  contract  with: 
performers  in  the  manner  I  propofe,  is  fo  clear  and  obvious  on  the  face 
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of  our  article,  that  there  is  not  the  leaft  occafion  or  foundation  for  a 
reference.  A  reference  implies  a  doubt  which  they  do  not  admit,  nor 
can  it  reafonably  be  expected  that  I  mould  appeal  to  other  counfel  to 
decide  a  queftion  between  us,  when  my  own  have  fatisfied  me  that  the 
point  is  indHputable. 

I  am,  Sir, 

Your  mod  obedient  humble  fervant, 

G.   COLMAN. 


I  forbear  making  any  remarks  upon  this  evafive  epiftle :  You  are 
not  to  be  told  what  were  the  motives  which  induced  you  to  reject 
this  equitable  propofal ;  and  the  reader,.  I  am  perfuaded,  will  anticipate 
me  in  the  conclufion  to  be  drawn  from  it. 

During  thefe  tranfa&ions  we  heard  nothing  from  you  relative  to  the 
adjuftment  of  affairs  for  the  enfuing  feafon  ;  we  therefore  fent  you  the 
following  letter. 


S  i  R, 


W. 


E  wrote  to  you  the  19th  of  April  laft,  and  again  on  the  10th  of 
May,  refpecting  the  date  of  our  affairs  ;  to  both  which  letters  we  have 
had  no  other  anfwer  than  yours  of  the  nth  inftant,  importing  only 
that  you  would  with  all  convenient  fpeed  give  us  an  anfwer,  and  that  it 
was  wholly  owing  to  ourfelves  we  had  not  received  one  fooner.  This 
we  are  entirely  at  a  lofs  to  underftand  :  but  we  plainly  perceive  you  can 
make  any  evafion  to  avoid  acquainting  us  with  your  meafures  and  in- 
tentions ;  but,  Sir,  being  fenfible  how  very  much  you  have  hurt  the 
4  property, 
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property,  and  injured  our  fortunes  by  your  management  this  year,"  you 
cannot  but  imagine  we  are  extremely  anxious  about  the  next  feafon  ; 
therefore,  to  keep  us  fo  perfectly  ignorant  of  your  tranfactions  refpecting 
the  company,  and  of  your  intentions  in  regard  to  the  plan  of  bufinefs  for 
the  next  year,  cannot  be  deemed  confident  with  honour,  equity,  or 
honefty. — We  requeft  of  you,  Sir,  a  plain,  precife  anfwer;  and  not  fuch 
as  we  have  hitherto  received  from  you evafive,  ambiguous,  or  in- 
direct. 

We  are,  Sir, 
May  l7*  Your  humble  fervants, 

T.  Harris. 

J.  Rutherford. 
To  George  Colman,  E(q; 

A  few  days  before  this  the  following  letter  was  fent  to  Mr.  Powell. 

Sir, 

X>Y  an  article  entered  into  on  the  28th  of  May  lad,  we  each  of  us 
covenant  not  to  aft,  write,  or  have  any  (hare,  intereft  or  concern  in  any 
theatre  whatfoever :  yet  notwithftanding  this  exprefs  and  clear  claufe, 
in  a  converfation  the  latter  end  of  November  laft,  we  proved  to  you  that 
we  were  then  difpofed  to  ferve  you  by  agreeing  to  your  going  to  Briftol, 
though  that  was  a  ftep  difagreeable  to  us  all — agreed  by  all  to  be  pre- 
judicial to  our  common  intereft,  and  Mr.  Colman  refufed  his  affent 
^hereto  ; — fince  that  time  the  whole  tenor  of  your  conduct  has  been  fuch 
6s  to  make  it  impofiible  for  you  to  pretend  to  our  friendfhip  or  favour : 
you  have  in  oppofition  to  our  common  requeft  and  legal  prohibition, 
been  afiifting  in  the  performing  of  Cymbeline ;  you  have  neglected  to 
deliver  up^that  part"  of  our  property  in  your  pofieflion,  viz.  cloaths, 
filks,  &c.  &c.  though  formally  required  fo  to  do,  on  the  31ft  of  De- 
cember laft  •,  you  have  continued  to  load  us  with  great  expences  without 

F  our 
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our  knowledge,  and  contrary  to  the  notice  given  you  ;  you  have  twice  re*- 
fufed,  viz.  on  the  29th  of  December,  and  on  March  ift,  to  attend  or 
confult  with  us  on  the  affairs  of  the  theatre  ;  you  have  from  the  begin- 
ning to  this  time  been  in  the  mod  perfect  combination  with  Mr.  Col- 
man  ;  you  have  aided  him,  and  given  him  colour  of  pretence  for  breaking 
his  articles,  co-operated  with  him  in  fowing  dilTentions  among  the  com- 
pany, and  in  injuring  the  property  by  his  bad  management  through  the 
whole  of  this  feafon  •,  you  have  fuffered  your  name  to  be  affixed  to  Mr. 
Colman's  pamphlet,  which  contains  much  fcandalous  abufe,  and  many 
falfehoods  refpecting  us,  without  your  having  feen  it,  or  knowing  the 
contents  of  it  before  publifhed ;  fo  prompt  were  you  to  wrong  thofe 
who  had  ever  before  fhewn  themfelves  eager  to  ferve  you  ;  and  you 
have  yefterday  for  the  firft  time  play'd  Hamlet  for  a  benefit,  contrary  to 
the  common  intereft,  and  our  earned  defire  •,  you  have  fchemed  and  af- 
fifted  Mr.  Colman  to  diveft  us  of  our  rights,  and  to  leffen  our  property 
in  the  theatre;  of  this  the  whole  of  your  conduct,  and  your  repeated 
declarations  at  different  times  (of  which  witneffes  can  be  produced)  arc 
fufficient  evidence. 

Now,  fir,  on  a  review  of  our  paft  behaviour,  we  perfuade  ourfelves  your 
are  not  mean  enough  to  afk  an  indulgence,  nor  weak  enough  to  expect 
one  ;  and  as  we  never  will  be  juflly  accufed  of  acting  ambiguoufly  or 
covertly,  we  give  you  this  notice,  that  you  are  in  all  matters  to  conform 
to  the  letter  of  all  the  articles  entered  into  between  us;  particularly  that 
wherein  you  are  not  to  have  any  (hare  in,  or  perform  at  Briftol  or  any- 
other  theatre  whatfoever ;  and  you  are  hereby  again  required  without 
delay  to  deliver  into  the  theatre,  all  cloaths,  filks,  and  other  effects, 
which  are  the  joint  property  of  the  proprietors,  and  which  may  be  now 
in  your  pofl'cflion. 

We  are,  Sir, 

Your  humble  fervants, 

T.  Harris. 
April  26,  1768-. 

J.  Rutherford^ 

To  William  Powell. 
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The  article  referred  to  in  the  above  letter,  in  which  all  parties  covenant 
to  have  no  concern  in  any  other  theatre,  you  remember,  fir,  was  warmly 
infilled  on  by  you,  in  order  to  prevent  Mr.  Powell  from  going  to  Briftol. 
(SeeTrue  Stale,  p.  42  and  43.)  Mr.  Powell  at  firft  objected  very  ftrongly 
againft  It,  but  at  laft  your  threatning,  perfuading  art  convinced  him  that 
this  claufe  was  alfo  for  his  intereft,  as  well  as  that  wherein  he  excluded, 
himfelf  from  having  any  mare  in  the  management  of  his  own  property. 
Here,  Mr.  Colman,  you  mod  generoufiy  refolved  that  your  bofom  friend 
Powell's  fame  and  fortune  (which  he  had  intruded  you  with)  was  in  no 
account  to  ftand  in  the  way  of  your  afifuming  dignity.  (See  True  State, 
p.  42.) 

To  the  above  letter  we  received  no  anfwer.  Indeed,  all  we  intended  by 
it,  was  to  exhibit  the  man  to  himfelf;  and  though  we  had  no  defign  to 
revoke  the  confent  we  had  pafied  for  his  going  to  Briflol  this  feafon,  yet 
we  held  it  expedient  to  recall  his  articles  to  his  memory,  in  particular, 
that  wherein  he  is  put  under  difabilities  from  acting  at  any  other  theatre 
whatever ;  fairly  intimating  to  him  at  the  fame  time,  that  we  did  not 
find  ourfelves  inclined  to  grant  him  any  fuch  indulgences  for  the  future. 

But  alas !  to  our  forrow  we  mull:  acknowledge  the  force  of  that  doc- 
trine, you  fo  often,  and  fo  triumphantly  repeat. — "  What  the  d 1  fig" 

"  nifies  articles,  when  there  is  no  penalty?"  Very  little  truly,  fir :  how  can 
we  expect  you  will  do  juftice  without  compulfion  ?  for  want  of  which, 
to  refer  you  to  your  articles,  is  juft  as  fruitlefs  as  to  appeal  to  your  con- 
science. 

• 

Notwithstanding  the  letters  of  Mr.  Harris  to  Mr.  Powell  of  the  26th 
April,  ever  fince  the  night  we  propofed  to  refer  to  counfel  the  mode  of 
engaging  the  performers,  Mr.  Powell  appeared  to  be  confentaneous  with  us. 
On  the  19th  of  May  we  received  from  you  a  very  long  letter,  filled  as 
ufual,  with  falfe  facts,  falfe  reafoning,  and  falfe  fuggeftions ;  all  which 
we  were  not  furprifed  at.    But  we  were  very  much  fo  at  obferving  the  ufe 

F  2  you 
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you  made  of  Mr.  Powell's  name-,  expreffing  yourfelf  frequently  in  the 
plural  number,  and  making  Powell  in  fome  meafure  refponfible  for  your 
actions  and  aflertions.  We  thought  proper  therefore  to  fend  a  note  to 
Powell,  defiring  to  know  how  far  he  would  be  refponfible  for  the  contents  of 
your  letter.  Upon  the  receipt  of  which,  Mr.  Powell  came  immediately  to 
my  houfe,  where  he  found  Mr.  Rutherford.  He  then  allured  us  he  had  no 
concern  in  the  letter,  that  Mr.  Colman  had  frequently  drawn  him  in  to 
concur  in  acts  which  he  afterwards  repented*. 

Notwithstanding  this  apparently  candid  and  implicit  declaration,  we 
received  from  Mr.  Powell  the  next  day  the  following  letter. 

Sir, 

May  2 1 ft,  Saturday  noon. 

A  Have  received  your  letter,  refpecting  one  you  fay  you  have  received 
from  Mr.  Colman,  and  defiring  to  know  if  I  look  upon  myfelf  equally 
with  him  refponfible  for  its  contents.  Whatever  my  opinion  might  be, 
in  regard  to  Mr.  Colman's  conduct  refpecting  our  affairs,  or  of  the 
contents  of  the  letter  in  queftion  (wherein,  I  prefumc,  he  has  not  made 
mention  of  my  name,  but  where  'twas  neccfiary  to  relate  his  bufinefs 
for  the  purpofe  of  his  letter)  I  cannot  fuffer  myfelf  to  be  refponfible  for 
the  contents  of  any  thing  whereto  I  do  not  fubfcribe  my  name. — I  have 
the  greateit  faitii  in  Mr.  Colman's  intentions  for  the  general  good,  and 
I  hope  and  rely,  that  his  conduct  will  tend  to  reconcile  you  to  his  mea- 
fures,  and  produce  peace  and  unanimity  to  us  all. 

I  am,  with  compliments  to  Mr.  Rutherford, 

Your  very  humble  fervant, 

W.  Powell, 

•  At  the  fame  time,  among  other  things,  he  informed  us,  Mr.  Colman  had  entered  into 
engagements  wit  .  the  houie-kveper,  carpenters,  and  wardrobe- keeper  A  new  fpecies  of 
intrenchrnen.,  wflich  we  believe  was  never  praftifed  by  any  ailing  manager  in  the  world 


before. 
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It  appearing  by  the  ftile  and  tenour  of  this  letter,  that  Mr  Powell  had 
been  tonfuking  with  Mr.  Colman,  it  was  thought  proper  to  return  the 
following  anfwer. 


TO    WILLIAM    POWELL,    ESQ. 

May  24th,  Tudayv 
S  I  R, 

JL  Yefterday  received  yours  dated  Saturday  noon  :  I  mud  tell  you  I 
think  the  writ-r  of  it  cannot  be  the  fame  perfon,  who  was  with  me  on 
Saturday  morning;  your  converfation  to  Mr.  Rutherford  and  myfelf, 
was  then  fo  very  different  from  the  ftile  of  your  letter,  in  which  there 
is  fo  much  evalion,  and  fo  much  duplicity,  that  I  think  I  may  venture 
to  afifert  nobody  but  Mr.  Colman  could  be  the  author  of  it.    It  gives 
me  much  concern  to  obferve,  that  notwrhtlanding  your  repeated  decla- 
ration, *•*  thai  you  wifhed  we  never  had  had  any  concern  with  Mr.  Colman, 
"  and  that  we  three  had  originally  undertaken  the  theatre  without  him,  in 
"  which  cafe  you  was  abfolutely  certain  we  never  could  have  difagreed  j  that 
"  you  entirely  difagreed  with  Mr.  Colman  in  his  attempts  to  engage  the  per- 
"  formers  by  himfelf\  that  you  dif approved  of  his  arbitrary  difpofition,  and 
*'  of  his  having  frequently  made  ufe  of  your  name,  without  having  been 
•*  authorized  by  you  " — 1  fay,  Sir,  it  is  matter  of  concern  and  allonilh- 
ment,   that  you  fhould  perfift   fdivefting  yourielf  of  all  pretentions  to 
judgment    in    your  own  affairs)   to   place  fo   implicitly    your  whole 
dependence  "n  the  man  who  originally  deprived  you  of  your  right  of 
interfering  in  your  own  affairs,  who  continues  to  do  it,   notwithstand- 
ing we  have  offered   to  rettore  you   to  your  right,  who  has  either 
wickedly  or  weakly  10  mifmanaged  the  theatre,  as  to  leffen  the  cufto- 
mary  profits  of  it  nearly  one  halt ;  and  who  is  now  endeavouring  to  fix 
himfelf  fo  firmly  and  exclufively  in  the  theatre,  as  in  future  to  have 

us 
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ajs  and  our  fortunes  entirely  at  the  difpofal  of  his  capricious  or  infidt- 

ous  inclination. Whatever  regard  you  may  think  proper  to  pay  to 

thefe  hints  now,  be  afifured  there  will  come  a  time,  when  you  wiH 
acknowledge  them  to  have  been  as  deferving  of -gratitude  from  you,  as 
has  been  all  our  preceding  conduct  towards  you. 

I  am,  Sir, 

Your  very  humble  fervant, 

T.  Harris. 

To  this  letter  Mr.  Harris  received  no  reply. 

Nothing  worth  your  notice  occurred  between  this  and  your  clofing 
the  feafon,  which  you  triumphantly  did  with  the  play  of  Cymbeline,  in 
order  to  prove  to  the  company  how  glorioujly,  how  compleatly  you  had 
carried  your  point ;  to  prove  too  the  folly  of  Harris  and  Rutherford,  in 
prohibiting  fuch  an  attractive  play,  the  houfe  was  to  be  made  full : — all 
your  partizans,  exult  what  a  houfe  I  what  an  amazing  houfe  for  the  time 
of  year!  but  you  know,  Mr.  Colman,  the  real  receipt  of  the  houfe  fell 
far  fhort  of  the  nightly  expences  of  the  theatre,  and  that  notwith (land- 
ing your  new  occafional  prologue ;  indeed  there  were  fixty  pounds 
worth  of  orders  in  the  houfe ; — fo  it  muft  be  confefled  the  houfe  was 
tolerably  full,  and  this  aufpicious  night  at  once  crowned  your  fuccefs  as 
a  manager,  and  immortalized  your  name  as  a  poet. 

■ 

The  feafon  now  being  over,  we  appointed  Mr.  Garton  the  treafurer 
to  meet  us  at  the  theatre  on  the  of  10th  June,  in  order  that  we  might 
examine  his  accounts.  After  we  had  gone  through  them,  we  informed 
Mr.  Garton  they  appeared  to  be  all  very  correct  and  right,  but  we 
perceived  he  had  paid  feveral  bills,  notwithftanding  our  exprefs  orders 
to  the  contrary.    To  this  he  pleaded  only  your  order,  fir  ;  and  indeed 

gave 
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gave  us  to  underftand  he  (hould  pay  all  bills  in  future,  which  you  di- 
rected, notwithstanding  our  prohibition.  You  will  readily  allow,  we 
fuppofe,  that  we  might  reafonably  object  to  a  fervant  who  profcfled  he 
would  pay  away  our  money  without  our  permiflion.—  We  therefore  told 
him  for  the  future  we  mould  be  our  own  treafurers,  and  that  the  balance 
of  the  cadi-book  being  fo  exceedingly  fmall,  it  was  incumbent  on  us  to 
examine  very  carefully  into  the  difburfements;  not  that  we  had  the  lead 
fufpicion  of  him,  for  that  we  were  ready,  if  he  requefted  it,  to  give  him 
a  full  and  legal  difcharge  that  moment :  but,  that  as  Mr.  Colman  had 
moft  arbitrarily  conducted  our  property  through  the  whole  feafon,  it 
was  highly  neceflary  for  us  minutely  to  look  into  the  accounts;  for 
which  purpofe  we  mould  fend  the  two  books  down  to  Mr.  Harris's 
dwelling-houfe.  To  this  Mr.  Garton  making  no  refiftance,  the  books 
were  given  a  fervant  of  Mr.  HarriSj  to  carry  home. — We  then  imme- 
diately waited  on  Mr.  Durant  of  Portman-Square,  (who  had  given  a 
bond  of  fecurity  for  Mr.  Garton)  with  an  intention  to  afTure 
this  gentleman,  who  patronized  Mr.  Garton,  that  we  had  no  other  ob- 
jection to  Mr.  Garton's  conduct,  than  his  abfolute  devotion  to  the 
orders  of  Mr.  Colman,  and  that  in  defiance  ofour  proteft  and  diflent. 

While  we  were  with  that  gentleman,  Mr.  Garton  came  in. — We 
then,  in  prefence  of  Mr.  Durant,  afiured  Mr.  Garton  that  we  had  not 
the  leaft  thought  of  doing  him  any  injury,  that  we  were  ready  at  that 
moment  to  fign  any  paper  he  or  Mr.  Durant  fhould  think  neceffary 
for  his  iafety,  either  a  receipt  for  the  books,  or  a  general  releafe;  that 
we  were  ready  at  any  time  to  fettle  his  account,  and  give  him  a  proper 
difcharge,  though  we  mould  have  no  objection  to  continuing  him  as 
treafurer,  if  our  property  was /#/<?;  but  that  as  the  treafury  was  the  only 
department  in  which  there  remained  for  us  the  leaft  fhadow  of  restraint 
over  Mr.  Colman's  mifconduct,  we  could  not  fuffer  Mr.  Garton  to 
deprive  us  of  it.  Mr.  Durant  then  allowed  he  could  not  fee  the  lead 
icafon  for  Mr,  Garton  to  give  himfelf  any  concern  about  the  books. 
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Notwithstanding  this  Mr.  Garton  a  clay  or  two  afterwards  called  on 
me  and  demanded  his  books,  faying,  if  he  had  known  as  much 
then  as  he  did  twzv,  we  fhould  have  had  his  life  as  foon  as  his 
books, — and  that  he  had  ferved  his  king  and  his  country, — and  that  it 
was  unheard-of  cruelty  to  deprive  him  of  his  bread.  To  all  which  I  ob  ferv- 
ed, that  I  had  as  much  refpecl  for  thofe  gentlemen  who  had  ferved  their 
king  and  country  as  any  body  could  have,  but  could  not  lie  why  on  that 
account  we  was  compelled  to  provide  for  Garton  ;  and  after  remonftrat- 
ing  againft  his  unprovoked  infolence,  difmifild  him.  Since  which  we 
find,  fir,  your  litigious  difpofuion  has  prevailed  on  the  man  to  lodge  an 
indictment  againft  us  in  the  crown-office;  fetting  forth,  that  with  clubs, 
(licks,  ftaves,  and  fills,  we  alTaulted,  beat,  bruifed,  and  wounded  the 
laid  Jonathan  Garton  :  and  this  very  probable  account  you  and  your 
emiiTaries  have  circulated  all  over  the  town.  You  likewife  took  care  to 
have  it  inferred  in  the  news  papers,  that  "forfome  outrageous  proceedings  in 
Covcnt -Garden  theatre,  one  of  the  proprietors  was  taken  up  by  a  judge's  war- 
rant, and  that  'another  fled  from  it  to  France.  How  fcandaloufly  con- 
temptible the  propogation  of  fuch  fallehoods,  for  the  fake  of  a  momen- 
tary triumph,  when  you  mud  know,  or  will  foon  to  your  cod  be  taught, 
that  it  Was  your  proceedings,   not  ours  were  illegal. 

On  the  ioth  of  June  we  fent  you  the  following  letter. 

S  I  R, 

JL  Efterday  upon  examining  our  accounts  kept  by  Mr.  Garton,  wc 
difcovered  that  he  had  paid  feveral  bills,  againft  the  payment  of  which 
we  had  protefted,  and  he  was  fo  candid  as  to  inform  us,  that  he 
fhould  purfue  the  fame  mode  of  conduft  in  future-,  that  is,  to  pay  all 
bills  which  he  fhould  judge  proper  for  payment,  notwithftanding  wc 
might  fignify  our  diffent  thereto.— From  thefe  circumftances  we  found 
itnecelTary  to  difpolTefs  him  of  the  power  of  acting  as  our  treafurer-, 
which  we  have  accordingly  done,  and  have  now  in  our  polTefficn  (as 
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comptrollers  of  the  treafury)  the  journal  and  ledger  belonging  to  the 
theatre,  and  fhall  continue  to  aft  for  ourfelves,  until  we  may  judge  it 
convenient  to  appoint  a  treafurer  on  our  behalf.  The  India  bonds  that 
are  in  the  banker's  hands  cannot  be  fold  without  an  order  figned  by  all 
four-,  if  you  and  Mr.  Powell  will  authorize  either  of  us  to  difpofe  of  as 
many  of  thefe  bonds  as  may  be  neceffary,  we  will  either  of  us  difcharge 
all  fuch  bills  as  we  think  proper ;  at  the  lame  time  we  fhall  carefully 
obferve  to  pay  none  againft  which  either  you  or  Mr.  Powell  fhall 
proteft. 

We  are,  Sir, 

Saturday,  Your  humble  fervants, 

June  it,  1768. 

T.  Harris. 

J.  Rutherford. 


After  reading  this  letter,  we  leave  the  tradefmen,  &c.  &c.  who 
have  any  demand  on  Covent-Garden  theatre,  to  determine  who  it  is 
that  with-holds  the  payment  of  their  feveral  bills.  To  fatisfy  them 
ftill  farther,  I  am  ready  with  your  confent  to  take  on  myfelf  the  care 
of  difcharging  their  refpeftive  demands,  and  at  the  fame  time  to  enter 
into  any  bond  or  'penalty  you  pleafe,  not  to  pay  any  demand  what- 
foever,  without  having  previoufly  the  written  confent  of  Mr.  Powell 
and  yourfelf. 

Our  next  care  was  to  fee  how  the  wardrobe  was  circumftanced,  for 
we  had  been  informed  that  Mr.  Powell  had,  with  your  permiffion, carried 
fome  of  our  mod  valuable  cloaths  toBriftol.  In  order  to  examine  into  that 
matter,  as  well  as  the  general  ftate  of  the  wardrobe,  we  appointed 
Whitfield,  the  mens  wardrobe  keeper  to  attend  us  on  the  10th  of  June. 
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Butinftead  of  the  wardrobe-keeper,  you,  fir,  attended  with  Mr.  Gar- 
ton,  and  another  gentlemen,  an  attorney,  (whole  name  we  will  not 
mention,  as  his  general  character  befpeaks  him  to  be  a  man  of  honour 
and  integrity  in  his  profeffion  ;  as  a  proof  of  which,  we  are  informed  you 
nowemploy  him  no  longer.  )You  may  rememberyou  immediately  attacked 
me  in  terms  the  moft  fcandalous  and  provoking  \  feeming  atone  and  the 
the  fame  time,  under  two  very  different  influences — \our  fears  impref- 
fing  you  with  a  fenfe  of  danger,  and  your  witnefTes  prefenting  you  with 
an  idea  of  fecurity  :  but  you  then  experienced  I  was  not  compounded  of 
thofe  very  irafcible  materials  you  afcr.ibe  to  me ;  anger  is  not  the 
paffion  which  your  infults  at  prefent  excite. 

You  informed  us,  that  you  had  ordered  the  wardrobe-keeper  to 
attend  us ; — but  that  now  ycu  had  ordered  him  away  again,  and  that  yoa 
had  taken  the  keys  of  the  wardrobe  from  him,  and  that  there  we  fhould 
not  enter. — Upon  which,  fir,  you  know  that  f,    in  your  prefence,  and 

m  the  prefence  of  Mr. the  attorney  and  Mr.  Garton,  put  my  foot 

againft  the  wardrobe-door,  and  burft  it  open  in  order  to  come  at  the 
truth  of  your  fending,  or  permitting  the  cloaths  to  be  fent,  to  Briftol ; 
but  when  we  got  into  the  wardrobe,  not  being  able  to  find  the  invent 
tory  books,  and  having  no  wardrobe  keeper  to  direct  us,  we  fufpended 
our  enquiry,  until  we  could  procure  them.  To  which  end  I  clapped  a  pad- 
lock on  the  door,  put  the  key  in  ray  pocket,  and  left  you,  Mr. — ■ — jand 
Mr.  Garton  together  in  tiie  theatre. — At  the  fame  time  we  left  orders 
for  the  wardrobe  keeper  to  come  to  us  for  the  keys  of  the  padlocks. 

Soon  after  we  difcovered  that  many  things  were  taken  away  by 
Mr.  Powell.  What  in  the  whole  might  be  wanting  it  was  impoffible  for 
us  to  afcertain. — Some  of  the  cloaths  were  of  the  richeft  in  the  ward- 
robe, and  others  made  new  on  purpofe  for  Mr.  Powell  laft  feafon. 

Now,  in  our  judgement,  this  act,  whereby  you  either,  fent  or  confented 

to  the  fending,   the  cloaths  of  Covent-Garden  theatre,    &c.    to    be 
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made  ufe  of  at  Briftol  theatre,  without  pur  knowledge,  is  a  licentious 
abufe  of  our  common  property,  and  indeed  (harm  as  the  expreflion  may 
feem)  a  pofitive  breach  of  truft  in  you : — we  fay,  it  is  a  breach  of  truft, 
and  our  authority  for  it  is  the  following  claufe  in  our  articles. 

"  //  is  therefore  hereby  further  agreed,  That  the  f aid  George  Colman  fhall 
"  from  time  to  time,  and  all  times  here 'aft er,  communicate  and  fubmit  his 
"  conducl  and  the  meafures  he  fhall  intend  topurfue,  unto  the  f aid  T.  Harris 
"  and  J.  Rutherford,  and  in  cafe  they  fhall  at  any  timefignify  their  dif- 
M  approbation  thereof  in  writing  unto  the  J aid  George  Colman,  then  and  in 
"  that  cafe,  the  meafurefo  dij approved  of,  fhall  not  be  carried  into  execution  \ 
"  any  thing  before  contained  to  the  contrary  notwithjlanding." — But  your 
injuftice  in  thus  abufing  our  property,  you  endeavour  to  explain  away 
by  an  affidavit  argument.  Swearing  before  a  magiftrate,  Mr.  Colman, 
is  the  mod  folemn  awful  act  of  fociety,  and  though  a  man  may  fo  con- 
ftruct  an  affidavit  as  to  elude  the  queftion  in  difpute,  it  will  never  pafs 
upon  the  world,  and  the  man  who  practices  that  kind  of  dexterity,  will 
ever  wear  a  brand  in  his  reputation  odicus  and  deep,  as  public  con- 
tempt can  imprefs  upon  it. 

The  two  points  your  affidavit  attempts  to  prove,  are  firft,  that  it  is 
ufual  to  indulge  performers  with  cloathsi  and  fecondly,  that  the  value  of 
thecloaths  Mr.  Powell  took,  did  not  amount  to  more  than  150/.  or  160/. 
at  moft,  a  fad  which  we  do  not  believe.  But  be  this  as  it  may,  we  muft 
obferve  to  you,  fir,  that  if  a  partner  embezzles  or  perverts  the  property 
of  a  partnerfhip  which  he  has  in  truft,  to  his  own  private  emolument, 
either  openly  or  clandeftinely,  the  turpitude  of  the  crime  does  not  arife 

out  of  the  quantity  or  quality,  but  out  of  the  perfidy  of  the  act. But 

your  affidavit- man  fwears,  "  //  is  ufual  to  lend  performers,  and  femetimes 
*'  very  inferior  ones,  dreffes  from  the  wardrobe  of  the  theatre  royal,  and 
"  that  at  the  clofe  of  the  very  laft  feafon,  Meffrs.  Shuter,  Davis,  Fifher, 
"  and  Signora  Manefiere,  were  indulged  with  the  ufe  of  dreffes  and  other 
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•*  properties  from  the  wardrobe  of  the  J aid  theatre,  for  their  own  particular 

"  ufe,  at  the  theatre  wherein  they  performed  in  the  Country." We 

believe,  fir,  upon  recollection  you  will  find  that  MeftVs.  Shuter  and  Da- 
vis have  been  for  this  laft  two  or  three  feafons  engaged  at  Mr.  Foote's 
theatre  in  the  Haymarket,  and  have  not  been  in  the  country.  But  fuch 
little  flips  as  thefe,  we  allow,  are  of  no  kind  of  importance  in  a  theatrical 
affidavit,  efpecially  if  they  contribute  to  the  better  carrying  on  the 
plot. — We  will  allow,  that  it  may  be  ufual  for  a  Filher  or  Mana- 
fiere  and  others,  to  be  indulged  with  a  dancing  drefs  or  two,  to  be  ufed 
in  the  country,  which  is  too  dirty  to  be  worn  by  them  in  town,  or  that 
from  their  ordinary  nature  they  cannot  much  be  damaged. — We  are 
fenfible,  fir,  that  your  affidavit  men  are  gentlemen  of  moft  extenfive  con- 
fcience;  but  we  a(k  you,  whether  you  can  affert  that  it  is  cuftomary 
to  indulge  any  performer  with  rich  and  perifhable  cloaths,  to  be  exhi- 
bited, worn  and  dirtied  in  country  companies?  Aik  Mefirs.  Garrick  and 
Lacy  that  queftion,  fir  ; — they  mult  tell  you  that  fuch  indulgences 
would  foon  make  the  wardrobes  of  the  theatre  royal  as  contemptible  as 
that  of  a  ftrolling  company. — But  fuppofe  we  were  to  grant  you,  fir, 
that  it  is  ufual  to  lend  rich  cloaths  to  performers  to  be  ufed  in  ftrolling 
companies,  what  would  that  avail  you  ?  —  It  is  ufual  to  lend  money, 
yet  if  your  fervant  was  to  lend  your  money  without  your  confenty  we 
doubt  if  you  would   fail  to  difcharge  him. 

But  this  deponent  farther  fwears,  "  That  he  has  received  the  cloaths 
"  from  Briftol,  fafe  uninjured  and  unimpaired  in  any  degree."  Here,  fir, 
embroidered  velvets,  filks,  &c.  are  fworn  to  have  been  conveyed  240 
miles,  have  been  probably  worn  at  Briftol  theatre,  and  yet  are  received 
back  fafe,  uninjured  and  unimpaired  in  any  degree.  Really,  fir,  when  you 
make  a  man  fwear,  the  lead  you  can  do  for  him  is  to  take  fome  little 
care  of  his  reputation,  whatever  may  become  of  his  confcience. 

But  he  farther  perfifts  in  fwearing,  "  That  feveral  things  and  proper- 

"  ties  belonging  to  Briftol  theatre  were  ufed  and  employed  in  many  plays 
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"  afted  loft  feafon  at  Covent-Garden  theatre." — Do,  fir,  be  fo  obliging  as 
to  make  one  more  affidavit,  and  let  us  know  what  thefe  things  and  pro- 
perties were.  We  never  heard  of  any  before,  nor  do  we  believe  there 
were  any  of  any  value  or  confideration. — At  the  fame  time  we  beg  the 
favour  of  you  to  make  the  womens  wardrobe-keeper  fvvear,  that  Mr. 
Powell  has  taken  no  cloaths  from  the  womens  wardrobe  :  it  would  be  a 
great  fatisfaction  to  us,  as  at  prefent,  we  are  a  good  deal  in  doubt  about 
that  matter. — But  to  return  to  our  narrative. 

On  the  nth  June  we  called  again  at  the  theatre-,  and,  obferving  a 
tall  ferocious  figure  keeping  the  door  j  we  afked  by  whofe  authority  he 
was  planted  there  ?  He  anfwered  by  Mr.  Colman,  and  immediately 
drew  forth  the  following  paper. 

A  George  Colman,  one  of  the  proprietors  and  manager  of  the  theatre 
royal,  Covent-Garden,  do  hereby  appoint  W.  Flight,  of  the  parifh  of 
St.  Pancrafs  in  the  county  of  Middlefex,  to  be  affiffant  houfe-keeper  to 
Charles  Sarjant  the  houfe-keeper  of  the  faid  theatre,  and  jointly  with 
him,  forme,  and  in  my  name,  as  manager  of  the  faid  theatre,  to  keep 
pofTeflion  thereof,  and  of  the  houfe  adjoining  thereto,  occupied  by  the 
faid  Charles  Sarjant ;  and  hereby  order  and  dire£l  the  faid  W.  Flight, 
not  to  fuffer  any  pee/on  whatsoever  to  flay  or  abide  in  the  faid  houfe  or 
theatre,  but  as  the  faid  Charles  Sarjant  fhall  direct.  Witnefs  my  hand 
this  nth  of  June  1768. 

Witnefs  G.  Colman. 

Jofeph  Younger,  prompter  to  the  theatre. 
Charles  Sarjant,  jun.  box-office-keeper. 

By  the  terms  of  this  commifilon,  Mr.  Flight  of  the  parifliofSr.  Pancrafs, 
was  authorized  and  empowered  by  Mr.  Colman  of  Great  Queen-Street, 
to  exclude  us,  the  joint  and  lawful  proprietors  of  Covent-Garden  theatre, 
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6om  entering  in  or  abiding  upon  our  own  premifes,  unlefs  Mr.  Sarjant, 
one  of  our  hired  fervants,  mould  pleafe  otherwife  to  direcl:  in  our  favour : 
and  all  this  ordered  and  enjoined  to  be  done  for  you,  and  in  your  name, 
without  any  mention  made  of  your  joint  tenants  and  proprietors. 

The  next  day  by  accident  we  both  of  us  feverally  met  Mr.  Sarjant's 
fon,  t)ne  of  our  box  keepers,  who  informed  us,  that  Mr.  Colman  had 
taken  away  the  keys  of  all  the  doors  in  the  theatre,  and  that  the  doors 
were  all  barred  and  bolted,  but  that  if  we  applied  we  alone  might  be 
admitted  through  Mr.  Powell's  houfe  in  the  Piazza,  in  which  there 
was  a  dcor  which  communicated  with  the  theatre. 

Being  well  advifed  that  we  could  not  juftify  entering  our  own  pre- 
mifes through  another  man's  houfe,  and  being  well  aware  of  your  liti- 
gious difpofition,  we  determined  not  to  go  into  the  theatre  through  the 
houfe  of  Mr.  Powell,  who  was  then  at  Briftol. — We  therefore,  on  Mon- 
day the  13th  of  June,  fent  a  fervant  with  a  written  order  for  admittance, 
he  was  refufed  by  Mr.  Sarjant,  who  urged  your  exprefs  order  for  that 
purpofe.  We  then  defired  two  gentlemen  to  accompany  us  to  the 
theatre,  and  in  their  hearing  demanded  entrance  of  Mr.  Sarjant,  who 
anfwered  us,thrufting  his  head  out  of  a  barred  window,  that  Mr.  Colman 
had  got  all  the  keys  of  the  doors,  and  he  could  not  let  us  in.  We  imme- 
diately difpatched  Mr.  Sarjant  junior,  whom  we  met  under  the  piazza,  to 
you,  fir,  with  our  compliments,  defiring  you  to  fend  the  keys  of  the  the- 
atre, informing  you  that  we  were  then  waiting  with  two  friends,  and  wifh- 
ed  to  take  a  walk  in  the  theatre.  He  very  foon  returned  with  anfwer  this 
(delivered  in  the  hearing  of  the  above  mentioned  two  gem\emcny 'That  you 
would  not  fend  the  keys  :  that  you  had  ordered  all  ingrefs  to  the  theatre  to  le 
denied  usy  except  through  Mr.  Powell's  houfe \  and  even  that  wayy  we,  and  we 
only  mujl  enter."  With  this  very  extraordinary  rebuff  we  returned  to  our 
refpe&ative  homes.  The  time  between  this  event  and  Friday  morning, 
we  paffed  in  reflection  upon  your  unaccountable  treatment  of  us  j  and 
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rrr  confukin'g  and  advifing  with  feveral  gentlemen  of  great  eminence  in' 
all  departments  of  the   law  •,  who  all  concurred  in  alluring  us  that  no 
damage  could  arile  to  us  from  entering  our  own  premifes,  and  turning 
our  own  fervants  out,  who  refuted  us  admittance.     Accordingly,  on 
17th  June,  after  fix  o'clock,  Mr.  Harris,  attended  by  two  witnefTes, 
again  demanded  admittance  for  himielf  and  Mr.  Rutherford,  at  Mr. 
Sarjant's  door ;  he  anfwered  from  within,  in  the  hearing  of  the  witnefifes, 
that  by   Mr.  Colman's  order  they  would  not  admit   us.    Harris   then 
came  to  the  door  in  Hart-ftreet,   where  Mr.  Rutherford  was  waiting  for 
him,  attended  by  fome  fervants,  and  told  him  the  reiult  of  his  demand  at 
Mr.  Sarjant's  door;  whereupon  Harris  and  Rutherford  ordered  their 
fervants  to  open  a  window  on  the  north  fide  of  the  faid-door,    where 
they  entered  with  their  fervants.     One  of  your  fervants,  who  kept  pof- 
fefiion  of  the  theatre  for  you,  having  ftruck  one  of  ours,  it  was  with  the 
greateft   difficulty   we   could    prevent  ours   from   doing    mifchief  to 
their  opponents,  we  were  therefore  obliged  to  turn  them  all  out  of  the 
theatre.  Being  thus  in  pofiefiion,  we  began  immediately  to  take  a  furvey 
of  the  place-,  and   never  were  men  fo  much  aftonilhed  as  we  were,  to 
find  ourfelves  in  fo  compleat  a  fortification.    Emery,  the  mafter-carpen- 
ter  to  the  theatre  coming  at  that  inftant,  we  ordered  him  to  be  let  in  ; 
and  taking  him  about  the  theatre  with  us,  we  obferved  to  him  how  ad- 
vantageoujly  he  and  his  men  had  been  employed  for  the  lafl  week  or 
two  in  cutting  our  boards  and  timber  to  pieces  in  order  to  bar  and  fortify 
every  avenue  and  window  in  the  houfe,  even  thofe  which  were  thirty  or 
forty  feet  from  the  ground.    The  fellow,  with  a  good  deal  of  awkward 
embarraflment,  Scratching  his  head,  replied,  "  Why,  gentlemen^  1  tcld 
•f  Mr.  Colman,  all  I  could  do  would  Jignify  nothing  againft  ajledge-bammer." 
I  thought,  fays  he,  it  was  a  ftrange  undertaking.    We  then  afked  him 
if  he  too  was  engaged  by  Mr.  Colman,  he  faid  he  was.    On  our  telling 
him,  that  it  was  unaccountable  to  us  how  houfe-keeper,  wardrobe-keeper, 
and  carpenters,  mould  think  of  entering  into  articles  ;  he  confefled  he 
never  heard  of  any  fuch  thing  before  in  his  life,  but  that  Mr.  Colman 
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had  taken  him  one  day  entirtly  unguarded,  and  in  a  manner  compeled 
him  immediately  to  fign  an  article.  The  more  we  examined  the 
theatre,  the  more  we  were  allonifhed  at  your  exceffive  precaution  to  pre- 
vent our  getting  into  it.  On  the  lame  day  we  lent  you  a  letter  from 
the  theatre,  importing  "  that  we  did  not  mean  to  retaliate  your  behaviour; 
on  the  contrary r,  we  bad  given  orders  to  our  fervants,  at  all  times  to  admit 
your  and  Mr.  Powell.'1 

Reflecting  now  very  confiderately  on  our  fituation,  and  on  your  pad 
conduct  \  That  you  bad  from  the  beginning  laid  a  plan  of  driving  us  out 
cf  the  theatre  \  that  in  the  execution  of that  plan ,  you  had  per  fevered  through 
the  whole  feafon,  paying  no  more  regard  to  us  than  if  we  were  entirely  uncon- 
cerned in  the  property  \  that  you  had  very  ejfentially  hurt  the  whole  pro- 
perty,  and  the  profits  of  the  pafi  feafon  in  particular  j  that,  in  fine,  you  had 
engaged  to  atl  under  your  diretHon  folely,  every  perfon  belonging  to  the 
theatre,  upon  pain  of  large  penalties ;  and  had  at  laji  abfolutely  forbid  our 
entrance  into  our  own  houfe."  For  thefe  reafons  we  determined  to  remove 
from  the  theatre,  to  one  of  our  dwelling-houfes,  fuch  part  of  the  pro- 
perty as  might  the  mod  effectually  prevent  your  proceedings,  until  a 
plan  mould  be  formed,  which  would  as  effectually  confirm  to  us  thofe 
legal  and  equitable  rights  in  the  theatre,  of  which  you  had  fo  unwar- 
rantably diverted  us. 

With  this  view  only  we  fent  down  to  my  houfe  in  Surry  Street,  fo 
much  of  the  wardrobe  as  we  imagined  would  make  the  remaining  part 
ufelefs,  together  with  the  mufic,  prompt-books,  &c.  ike.  belonging  to 
the  theatre ;  of  all  which  we  have  an  exact  inventory,  and  they  will 
be  immediately  and  fafely  returned  to  the  theatre,  whenever  a  fair 
equitable  plan  for  the  future  government  of  it  fhall  be  fixed  upon. 
It  has  been  urged  by  fome,  that  it  would  have  been  much  better  for 
us  at  once  to  have  applied  to  the  court  of  Chancery  for  redrefs,  and 
that  there  we  muft  have  found  a  certain  relief,  and  reparation  for  all 

pad 


r  49  3 

paft  damages, -this  too,  fir,  has  been  always  your  language." —  "  If  I 
injure  you,  why  don't  you  apply  to  the  court  of  Chancery  for  redrefs?** 

There  is  no  doubt,  fir,  the  court  of  chancery  would  redrefk  us.     But 
delays  are  dangerous.      Of  this  the  hiftory  of  the  a  fling  manager,   re- 
corded by  Cibber,  is  a  memento.   A  long  Chancery  lurt  would  be  but  ai 
very  poor  remedy  for  the  injuries  you  are  daily  doing  us.>- 

About  a  month  fince  we  were  again  amufed  by  you  with  the 
hopes  of  a  fair  reference. — By  our  refpective  counfel  a  meeting  was  ap- 
pointed for  all  parties  in  Weftminfter-Hall.  We  there  met,  in  order,. 
if  pofiible,  to  fix-on  a  mode  of  arbitrating  all  differences,  both  pa'rties 
brought  preliminary  articles  to  be  agreed  to,  before  the  general  con- 
cerns mould  be  referred. — On  our  part  were  produced  thefe  two.- 

ift.  That  the  contracts  which  you  might  have  made  without  our  know* 
ledge  and  confent,  for  the  enfuing  feafon,  mould  be  refcinded, 
unlefs  agreed  to  by  us. 

2d.  That  no  fervants  who  were  employed  in  {hutting us  out  of  our  own 
hourfe  mould  be  employed  in  future* 

Surely  thefe  can  never  be  deemed  unreafonable  by  any  perfon,  when  at- 
the  fame  time  he  is  afTured,  that  we  never  wim,  nor  ever  did  wiih  to 
engage  any  performer,  fervant,  &c,  &c.  who  mould  be  objected  to  by. 
Mr.  Colman  and  Mr.  Powell. 

You,  fir,  on  your  part,  infilled  on  the  following  eight  preliminaries. 

ift.  Colman' and  Powell  mould  not  be  obliged  to  fell. 

Meaning,  we  conceive,  that  if  the  referrees  mould  think  it  neceffary 
£Q  oblige  either  of  the  parties  to  fell,  it  mud  be  Harris  and  Rutherford. 

JT  d.2  Ail 
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2d.  All  contra&s  to  be  made  by  Mr.  Colman  to  be  confirmed. 

Can  this  be  a  reafonable  preliminary,  to  be  obliged  to  confirm 
all  contracts  made  by  you,  without  having  the  lead  knowledge  how 
many,  with  whom,  or  upon  what  condition  they  were  entered  into  ? 
For  we  are  at  this  time  entire  and  abfolute  ftrangers  to  all  your  late  pro- 
ceedings, except  what  we  gather  from  uncertain  report,  and  fome  few 
of  the  parties  who  have  engaged  with  you. 

3d.  No  legal  proceedings  to  be  Hopped. 

The  meaning  of  this  preliminary  we  did  not  enter  into,  as  no  legal 
proceedings  were  begun,  nor  had  we  any  guefs  at  your  litigious  inten- 
tion of  making  Garton  put  us  in  the  crown-offiee ;  or  of  your  inquifi- 
tion,  &c,  &c. 

4th.  Powell*s  article  to  be  cancelled,  and  another  made,  allowing  him 
more  explicitly  the  largeft  falary  in  the  houfe. 

That  you  mould  think  it  proper  to  give  Mr.  Powell  this  douceur,  we 
were  not  at  all  furprifed ;  but  it  did  not  occurr  to  us  why  we  mould  give 
any  further  indulgence  to  a  man,  who,  after  having  attached  himfelf  to 
you,  had  feparated  himfelf  from  you,  difapproved  of"  your  conduct, 
and  then  without  the  leaft  rcafon  implicitly  and  blindly  fuffered  himfelf 
yourfelf  to  be  duped  by  you  again. 

5th.  The  books  to  be  reftored  to  Garton. 

The  books  were  never  intended  to  be  kept  from  Mr.  Garton,  fo  as  to 
prevent  his  making  up  his  accounts.  We  mean,  whenever  he  is  difpofcd 
to  take  hisdifcharge. 

6th.  The  wardrobe  to  be  reftored,  and  all  damages  to  be  made  good  by 
Harris  an^-Rutherford. 

To 
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To  that  we  fliould  have  no  objection,  provided  we  are  not  obliged 
to  make  good  the  damages  Mr.  Powell  has  done. 
I 

7th.  Colman  Mill  to  be  tiitafting  manager.    If  any  alteration  in  the  con- 
trolling power,  it  muft  be  lodged  in  the  other  three  proprietors. 

Here  the  cloven  foot  indeed  appears  plainly  :  fo  the  article  mult 
not  be  meddled  with,  or  it  muft  be  altered  in  your  favour! 

8th.  That  all  bills  and  all  claims  upon  the  theatre,  mould  be  difcharged. 

Whoever  will  attentively  confider  the  above  preliminaries  muft.  ob- 
ferve,  that  there  is  not  a  fingle  point  on  which  an  arbitration  could 
turn,  which  is  not  moft  artfully  and  fubtilly  provided  for  by  Mr. 
Colman,  that  is  to  fay,  on  every  point  they  muft  determine  abfolutely 
for  Mr.  Colman,  or  otherwife  fome  one  of  the  preliminary  articles  will 
prevent  their  confidering  it  at  all.  And  thefe,  Mr.  Colman,  you  called 
fair,  candid,  and  honeft  propofals,  and  have  thrown  the  groffeft  abufe 
on  us  for  not  confenting  to  what  you  call  a  fair  reference. 

Mr.  Harris  and  another  gentleman  calling  in  at  the  theatre  one  after- 
ternoon,  found  therein  Mr.  Powell  and  yourfelf,  with  each  a  candle  in 
your   hands  ;    lighting     and  fhewing    the    theatre   to    two  of  your 
-counfel,     your    attorney,     and    another     gentleman.      Mr.  Harris 
was  at  a  lofs  to  know  whether  they  came  as  witnejfes,    or    for    what 
other  purpofes.     The  fervants  of  the  theatre,   however  were  ordered 
to  fhew  you,  and  your  friends,  allpofTible  refpect.  Befides  this  fact,  we  de- 
fy you  to  prove  at  any  one  time,  that  either  yourfelf  or  Mr.  Powell,  or 
any  one  that  came  by  your  order,  was  refufed  entrance  into  the  theatre: 
indeed  it  is  notorious,  that  Mr.  Powell,  the  week  he  was  in  town,  fre- 
quently amufed  himfelf  by  running  in  and  out  of  the  theatre,  abufing 
our  fervants,  fwearing  they  were  in  a  wrong  caufe,  layiofl  his  hand  on 
his  fword*  and  even  threatening  their  lives. 

H  2  After 
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After  tUefe  exploit?,  the  valiant  Powell  returned  quietly  again  to 
Briftol :  but  you,  fir,  dill  wretched  and  reftlefs,  ran  about  the  town 
to  counfel  and  to  magiftrates  ;  at  fometimes  raving  and  ftorming,  at 
others  affecting  to  be  perfectly  eafy,  and  declaring  to  two  perfons  in 
particular,  that  for  your  part  you  had  given  every  thing  up  ;  that  you 
did  not  fuppofe  the  theatre  would  open  next  year  ;  but  that  you.  did  not 
fear  that  you,  by  your  annuities,  could  fupport  the  lofs  much  better 
than  any  of  us;  fo  that  by  your  perfeverance,  you  muft  carry  your  point, 
and  we  be  ruined. —  While  your  mind  was  in  this  agitated  flate, 
feveral  magistrates  of  the  firft  eminence  for  knowledge  and  integri- 
ty refufing  to  be  concerned  in  the  affair,  you  mod  fortunately  found  out 

one Wright,  Efq;  of  Great  Pulteney-Street,juftice  of  the  peace  for 

Weftminfler;  him  you  prevailed  on,  by  what  means  you  know  befr,  to 
proceed  by  an  inquifition.  Whenwithout  giving  us  the  leaft  notice  of  his 
intentions,  he  iffued  his  precept  to  the  fheriffof  the  county,  to  reinftate 
Mr.  Charles  Sarjant,  in  the  pofTeflion  of  the  theatre,  and  to  turn  the  two 
-men,  (for  we  had  no  more)  which  zve  had  placed  in  the  theatre,  out  of  it. 

No  fopner  had Wright,  Efq;  of  Great  Pulteney-Strect,  put  Mr. 

Sarjant  in  pofTeflion,  but  you  immediately  triumph'd  ;  and  by  paragraph 
after  paragraph  attempted  to  impofe  upon  the  public,  that  we  were 
■turned  out  of  .an  illegal  pofTeflion. 

You,  Mr.  Colman,  was^bred  to  the  law,  and  knew  better;  if  you 
do  not,  afk  your  new  friend  Mr.  Wright.  He  by  this  time,  I  dare  fay 
knows  law  enough  to  tell  you,  that  where  four  people  are  tenants  in 
common,  if  one  of  them  is  in  pofTeflion,  the  four  are  legally  in  pofTeflion, 
and  that  exclufive  pofTeflion  in  fuch  a  cafe  is  nonfenfe ;  that  therefore 
our  going  into  our  own  premifes  on  the  17th  June  laft,  could  not  be 
called  a  forcible  entry  ; — and. that  finding  a  fervant  who  had  barred 
our  own  doors  againft  .us,  and  oppofed  our  entrance,  there  could  be 
nothing  illegal  in  turning  him  out  of  doors,  or  even  gently  putting  him 
.out  of  the  wmdow. 

As    to    your    charge  of  our     depriving    your  friends     of    their 
bread  j  is  it  juft,  that  we  fhould  be  compelled  to  feed  the  mouths  that 
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■are  ever  open  in  the  molt  indecent  abufe  of  us  ?— If  Mr.  Benfley  will 
Suffer himfelf  to  be  wrought  upon  by  you,  to  go  into  coffee  houfes, 
and  there  harrangue  the  company  with  vociferating  abufe  of  us,  and 
this  perpetually  without  ever  having  received  the  lecji  injury  from  us  ; 
muft  we  retain  fuch  a  performer  ?  and  muft  his  falary  be  therefore  in- 
creafed,  though  one  upon  whofe  fervices  in  the  theatre  the  pleafures  of 
the  public  do  not  effentially  depend. 

. 
If  Mr.  Garton  pays  away  our  money  without  our  confent,  and  after- 
wards commences  an  expenfive  profecution  againft  us,  without  having 
the  leaft  injury  done  to  him  on  our  parts,  muft  we  be  compelled  Hill  to 
retain  him,  to  difpofe  of  our  money  as  he  thinks  proper? — If  Mr.  Sar- 
jant  thinks  proper  to  bar  our  own  doors  againft  us,  muft  we  be  com- 
pelled to  retain  him  as  our  houfe-keeper  ? 

If  Mr.  Whitfield  will  not  attend  when  ordered  by  us,  but  oblige  us 
to  break  open  the  door  to  get  into  our  wardrobe  ;  if  he  will  lend  a  part 
of  it  without  our  confent,  and  afterwards  make  fuch  affidavit  as  you 
fhall  dictate ;  is  it  (think  you)  proper  we  fhould  truft  fo  valuable  a  part 
of  our  property  in  the  hands  of  fuch  a  man  ? — Thefe  are  your  friends, 
and  thefe  are  the  people  whom  we  are  depriving  of  their  bread. — No, 
Mr.  Colman,  the  officers  belonging  to  the  theatre  ought  to  be  equally 
refponfible  to  all  the  proprietors.  We  defire  to  appoint  none  who  fhall 
be  objected  to  by  you,  at  the  fame  time  we  are  determined  to  fuffer 
none  to  remain  in  the  theatre  to  whom  we  think  we  have  fuch  ample 
reafon  to  object. 

We  have  now  attended  you  fir,  from  our  firft  interview  to  the  date 
of  this  letter,  in  which  we  have  fhewn  the  rife  and  progrefs  of  our  feve- 
ral  actions  refpecting  our  partnerfhip  in  Covent-Garden  theatre,  we  hope 
we  have  fairly  and  fully  explained  the  nature  of  our  compact,  and 
pointed  out  the  defigns  of  each  contracting  party,  fo  as  to  fet  them  fully 
and  fairly  forth  to  your,  and  the  public  view. 

We 
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We  have  fuffered  your  ufurpaiion  throughout  the  whole  feafon,  to  our 
great  and  manifeft  lofs  andi  detriment.— You  have  one  argument,  and 
only  one,  which  is  for  ever  in  your  mouth,  and  on.whieh-upon  all  occa- 
iions  you  rejl  your  defence. 

If  you  think  there  is  either  wit  or  decency,  good  breeding,  huma- 
nity, or  argument  in  the  imputations  you  have  thrown  upon  me  on 
the  icore  of  Mrs.  LefTingham,  be  it  fo  :  not  to  deprive  you  of  your 
only  defence,  on  that  confideration,  and  on  that  alone,  I  (hall  fubmit  to  it. 
Yet  reflect ! — think  .a  moment  on  your  own  fituatioji! — how  daring 
muft  it  appear  in  you  of  all  men  living,  to  publilh  fuch  afperfions  ?  But 
you  knew  you  were  fafe. — You  knew  I  mould  fcorn  to  retort,  and  that 
I  mould  never  meafure  weapons  with  you  on  the  ground  of  fcurrility. 
And  yet,  the  world,  Mr.  Colman,  on  whom  you  have  fo  impertinently, 
and  fo  perpetually  obtruded  thefe  imputations,  will  fhew  you  no  favour. 
You  who  have  thus  vainly  endeavoured  to  divert  the  public  eye  from 
taking  a  Heady  view  of  your  conduct  and  your  motives  for  it,  and  have 
employed  the  name  of  a  woman,  like  the  fhield  of  Ajax,  to  fcreen  you 
on  every  occafion,  muft  by  every  man  of  fenfe  and  fpirit  be  abandoned 
to  general  derifion. 

But  what  has  contributed  mod  to  raife  your  felf-importance  in  the 
eyes  of  others,  is  your  conftant  declaration  that  every  ftep  you  take  is 
by  the  advice  of  your  old  friend  and  learned  counfel  Mr.  Dunning.  This 
refpectable  name,  is  by  your  example,  echoed  through  every  chan- 
nel of  the  theatre:  while  box-keepers,  wardrobe-men  and  carpenters, 
imitating  the  familiarity  of  their  principal,  bandy  about  one  of  the  beft 
opinions  in  the  kingdom,  as  their  warrant  upon  all  occafions. — To  this 
gentlemen's  great  abilities,  and  to  his  ufeof  them  as  an  advocate,  we  pay  the 
higheft  refpect,  therefore  you  will  pardon  us  if  we  thus  publicly  declare, 
we  believe  you  have  made  a  falfe  and  an  un  becoming  uie  of  his  name 
on  the  prefent  occafion  :   for  we  think  it  impoflible  that  the   know- 
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ledge  and  integrity  of  a  Dunning,  could  advife  you  to  the  treachery 
you  practifed  in  betraying  your  friend  Powell  to  refign  his  fame  and 
fortune  into  your  hands. — Impoffible  he  could  interpret  the  fecond 
claufe  of  our  article,  fo  as  to  give  you  an  independant  and  uncontroul- 
able  power  over  our  property,  or  that  the  fourth  claufe  does  not  give 
us  an  abfolute  power  to  fuperfede  by  our  written  difapprobation,  what- 
ever meafure  we  may  judge  to  be  contrary  to  the  common  intereft  of 
our  partnerfhip. — Impofiible  he  mould  fay  you  had  a  power  to  incur 
what  expences  you  pleafe  refpecting  the  theatre,  without  our  knowledge 
or  confent. — Impoffible  he  mould  abett  you  in  making  a  factious  ufe 
of  the  actors  and  fervants  of  the  theatre,  by  clandestinely  feducing 
them  into  bonds  and  penalties  in  our  names,  for  many  thoufands 
of  pounds  *,  obliging  them  to  obey  none  but  yourfelf,  and  with- 
out our  confent  or  knowledge,  making  all  fuch  engagements  as  might 
conduce  to  your  defigns,  in  open  defiance  of  public  notices  ferved  upon 
you  and  them  to  the  contrary. — Impoffible  he  mould  advice  you  to  take 
an  exclufive  pofTefiian  of  our  theatre,  and  to  bar,  bolt  and  barricade  us 
out  of  it,  and  by  warrant  under  your  own  hand  given  to  our  common 
fervant,  entitle  him  to  tell  us  that  we  mould  not  enter  into  the  theatre. 
Impoffible  Mr.  Dunning  could  diffuade  you  from  putting  that  quefticn 
to  arbitration,  concerning  the  proper  form  of  engaging  performers. 

Impoffible  he  could  recommend Wright,  Efq;  of  Great  Pulteney- 

Street,  to  fummon  an  inqueft  upon  a  fuppofed  forcible  entry  or  detainer 
of  our  own  property,  and  to  difpofiefs  our  fervants  placed  by  ourfelves 
in  our  own  premifes,  without  giving  us  the  leaft  notice  of  his  proceed- 
ings.—  Noneofthefe  acts  we  fay,  fir,  were  advifed  by  Mr.  Dun- 
ning, nor  by  any  other  able  advocate  whatfoever :  it  is  impoffible.— They 
are  meafures  of  defperation,  and  were  prefcribed  by  one  who  means  to 
carry  his  point  at  the  expence  of  principles,  infinitely  more  valuable 
than  the  (take  for  which  we  are  contending. 

We  have  already  informed  you,  that  while  your  defigns  upon  our 
property  are  fo  dangerous  and  fo  notorious,   we  cannot  truft  ourfelves 
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again  to  treat  wuh  you  in  private-,  but  in  conformity  to  our  profefilorr 
in  the  prefixed  addrefs,  we  fhall  now  proceed  to  lay  before  you,  and 
the  publick,  the  following  propofals,  (for  which  I  have  proper  autho- 
rity from  Mr.  Rutherford)  and  to  which  we  expect  your  public  anficer. 
We  truft  they  are  plain  and  intelligible,  and  we  ferioufly '  mean  they 
fhould  be  fair  and  equitable. 

I.  Will  you  fubmit  all  pad  tranfactions  to  arbitration  ? 

II.  Will  you  confent  that  proper  fecurity  be  given  by  each  party  for 

a  fpecific  performance  of  the  prefent  articles  ? 

III.  Or,  as  the  prefent  article  refpecting  the  management  was  en1- 

tered  into   upon  no  valuable  confideration  on  our  parr,  and 
therefore  was  legally  revocable,  mould   we  find  it  necefTary, 
%  will  you  revert   to  our  original  inftrument  of   the   311;     ,f 

March  ;  by  which  all  parties  were  to  be  equally  concerned  in 
the  profits  and  management  of  the  theat  *p 

IV.  Laftly,     Will  you  in  cafe  you  have  any  objection  to  private 

arbitration,  join  with  us  in  inflituting  an  amicable  fuit  in  Chan- 
cery, and  take  the  fenfe  of  that  court  on  our  prefent  articles 
and  pafl  tranfactions. 

If  thefe 'propofals    mould  be  found  fuch  as    it   becomes  men  of 

honeft  principles  to  offer  we  hope  you   will  give  the  world  a  proof 

that  you  have  fome  title  to  that  character,  by  accepting  them,  or  pub- 
lickly  propofing  others  equally  equitable. 

T,    HARRIS 
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DISSECTED. 


[  Price  One  Shieling  and  Six-Pence.  ] 


. 


8    I 


yl 


51 


,a  a  t  d 


8  8   1   a 


i. 


•■. 


3  JO 


T.     HARRIS 


DISSECTED. 


B     T 


a       C     O     L     M     A     M 


m 

T 


LONDON: 

PHntcdfor  T.  BECKET,  near  Surry-Street,  in  the  Strand. 

MDCCLXVIII. 


4  |  • 

/Si 


533l 


■ 

I  ii  zjj  «boor' 
9vfo:»b 

•liw 


T.      HARRIS 


DISSECTED. 


AFTER  having,  in  February  laft,  publifhed  a  mod  clear  and 
ample  refutation  of  the  many  falfhoods  circulated  about  that 
time  in  the  printed  and  manufcript  libels  of  Mefif.  Rutherford 
and  Harris,  I  determined  never  more  to  trouble  the  world  on  the  fub- 
ject  of  the  ridiculous  fquabbles  wherein  I  had  unfortunately  involved 
myfelf,  by  a  connection  with  two  of  the  mod  impracticable  men  that 
ever  difturbed  the  peace  of  civil  fociety.  My  friends  unanimoufly  ap- 
plauded this  refolution,  thinking,  that  as  I  had  fo  plainly  proved  Mr. 
Powell  and  myfelf  to  have  been  the  only  parties  injured,  the  Publiclc 
would  pay  no  attention  to  the  future  complaints  of  men,  who  already 
flood  convicted  of  fo  much  falmood  and  difingenuity.  Mr.  Harris, 
however,  has  lately  drefled  up  another  tale,  in  which,  as  well  as  in  the 
firft  Narrative  publifhed  by  him  and  Mr.  Rutherford,  he  has,  in  many 
inftances,  not  told  the  truth ;  in  many  others  he  has  not  told  the  whole 
truth  ;  and  in  moft  he  has,  by  additions  and  mifreprefentations,  difguifed 
the  truth  :  a  fpecies  of  Jlory-telling  more  dangerous  than  perempcory 
falfhood,  as  it  lies  lefs  open  to  detection,  and  is  confequently  more  likely 
to  deceive.  My  friends,  therefore,  thofe  very  friends  who  firft  dif- 
fuaded  me  from  publication,  knowing  how  fully  I  could  juftify  my  con- 
duct, now  think  fuch  a  juftification  a  debt  due  to  my  own  character,  as 
well  as  to  the  Publick,  who  have  been  pleafed  to  honour  our  difputes 
with  more  notice  than  they  deferve.  Something  has  indeed  been  occa- 
fionally  thrown  out  in  my  behalf  in  the  publick  papers ;  but  their  circu- 
lation, however  extenfive,  is  but  tranfient ;  and  it  was  imagined  that 
a  fummary  of  the  real  facts  would  more  effectually  detect  the  impofi- 
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tions  of  T.  Harris,  than  occafional  commtnts  on  particular  parts  of  his 
publication.  In  giving  this  truejlate  of  the  circumltances  referred  to  by 
him»  I  Hi  .ill  neceilarily  be  drawn  into  an  examination  of  his  pamphlet, 
which,  with  fome  other  occurrences,  will  ferve  as  a  diffrction  of  the 
l.eart  and  mind  of  the  man.  Paflion  (as  1  told  him  before)  is  a  human 
irailty,  and  therefore  in  fome  degree  exculable;  but  rancour  and  ma- 
lice, fupported  by  fallhood,  are  diabolical. 

The  prefixed  Addrefc  to  the  Publick  (whicli  is  a  compound  of  fer- 
vility  and  iniblence,  at  once  appealing  to  their  tribunal,  owning  their 
authority,  and  refufing  to  iubmit  to  it;  contains  only  one  charge  which 
is  not  repeated  in  the  body  of  the  pamphlet.  The  charge  is  that  of  my 
havitjg  irifuhed  ftveral  ingenious  writers.  Among  the  many  brilliant  ex- 
ploits of  Mell.  Rutherford  and  Harris,  after  the  forcible  entry  of  the 
feventeenth  of  June,  Mr.  Harris  has  not  told  the  world,  that  befides 
breaking  open  the  prompter's  office,  and  carrying  off  the  prompt- 
books, he  alfo  rifled  a  cabinet  in  that  office,  containing  ny  private  letters, 
all  which  he  examined,  and  left  in  a  condition  that  teltified  what  ci-iil 
perfons  had  been  there.  He  there  read  feveral  letters  that  had  palled 
between  me  and  gentlemen  who  had  offered  pieces  for  the  ftage.  Some 
of  thefe  letters  to  and  from  me  are,  I  believe,  now  in  Mr.  Harris's 
poffeffion  ;  but  with  all  this  evidence  in  his  hands,  thus  delicately  ob- 
tained, I  dtfy  him  to  produce  one  proof  of  my  having  infulted  any  wri- 
ter whatever. 

Mr.  Harris  opens  his  Letter  with  a  charge  of  my  writing  all  the 
news-papers,  the  St.  James's  Chronicle  in  particular.  The  few  things 
which  I  have  lately  inferted  in  the  lad-mentioned  paper,  are  written  in  a 
manner  that  (hews  I  did  not  with  or  mean  to  be  concealed.  Many 
other  letters,  &c.  in  the  publication  of  which  I  had  not,  directly  or  in- 
directly, the  mod  difhnt  concern,  have  appeared  in  that  and  other  pub- 
lick  papers  :  but  it  ill  becomes  Mr.  Harris  to  throw  out  thefe  insinua- 
tions, while  he  is  himfelf  continually  running  to  all  the  news-printers  in 
town  with  his  own  fcurrilous  letters  and  paragraphs,  and  his  friend  Mr. 
Kenrick's  dirty  epigrams  in  his  pocket ;  having  abfolutery  opened  an 
account  current  with  the  publishers,  and  undertaken  to  pay  a  round 
price  fjr  their  fuffering  their  papers^to  become  the  regifters  of  his  falfc- 
hood,  and  journals  of  his  malignity. 

Mr.  Harris  then  recurs  to  the  firft  transactions  that  pad  between  us. 
Here,  relying  on  the  unmindfulnels.  of  the  reader,  who  might  have  long 
ago  thrown  by  my  publication;  he  ftruggles  hard  to  overturn  the  credi- 
bility of  my  Narrative;  exerting  all  his  fophiftry  to  prove  me  the  con- 
triver of  Mr.  Powell's  preclufion,  and  that  I  had  originally  formed  a 
latent  defign  to  ftrip  my  affociates  both  of  their  power  and  their  property. 
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Fiction  is  various,  and  aflumes  a  thoufand  different  fhapes  and  colours, 
according  to  the  prefent  purpofe.  Truth  is  fimple  and  conftant.  In 
fpeaking  therefore  of  thefe  tranfactions,  I  can  only  repeat  what  I  have 
laid  before,  leaving  it  to  the  reader  to  compare  our  feveral  relations  of 
the  fame  facts,  and  fubmitting  to  him  two  or  three  obfervations  tending 
to  eftablim  the  credibility  of  what  I  formerly  laid  before  him  as  A  True 
State  of  the  Cafe. 

On  the  thirtieth  of  March,  all  the  four  parties  met  at  Mr.  Powell's. 
Mr.  Colman  being  afked  by  MefT.  Rutherford  and  Harris,  whether  he  ^c6  3<*' 
had  confidered  of  the  affair  which  Mr.  Powell  had  at  their  defire  com- 
municated to  him,  replied,  that  he  thought  himfelf  much  obliged  to  Mr.  Powell 
for  his  good  opinion,  but  could  not  think  of  availing  himfelf  of  fuch  a  partiality, 
unlefs  they  concurred  in  Mr.  Powell's  fentiments ;  and  that  if  they  were  net  ci 
opinion  that  Mr.  Colman's  advice  and  afiiftance  wereefTtntial  to  the  welfare  of  the 
undertaking,  he  would  by  no  means  think  of  becoming  a  party  concerned  merely 
from  the  nomination  of  Mr.  PowelJ.  Their  reply  to  this  declaration  was  conceivt-d 
in  the  raoft  handfome  terms  ;  and,  to  convince  Mr.  Colman  that  the  many  civil 
things  they  faid  on  this  occafion  were  not  words  of  courfe,  they  afterwards  recurred 
to  this  fubject,  and  repeatedly  affured  him  of  the  great  value  they  fet  upon  his  ac- 
ceflion  to  their  fcheme,  independent  of  every  other  confideration  than  their  tho- 
rough perfuafion  of  the  advantage  that  would  refult  from  it  in  the  fuccefs  of  the 
Theatre.  Being  late,  it  was  agreed,  after  a  fhort  converfation  on  the  intended 
purchafe,  that  the  four  fhould  have  a  fecond  meeting  the  very  next  night,  in  order 
to  come  to  a  final  determination;  and  to  enter  into  articles  of  agreement  among 
themfelves  concerning  the  purchafe.  Juft  before  their  parting,  Mr.  Colman,  ad- 
drelfing  MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  obferved,  that  managing  a  Theatre  was 
like  ftirring  a  fire,  which  every  man  thought  he  could  do  better  than  any  body 
elfe.  f*  Now,  gentlemen,  faid  he,  I  think  I  ftir  a  fire  better  than  any  man  in 
"  England."  To  this  they  replied,  "  Do  you  manage;  let  Mr.  Powell  act;  all 
•'*  we  want  is  to  have  good  intereft  for  our  money." 

The  next  evening  we  met  again;  and,  at  the  defire  of  MefT.  Ruther-  M  , 
ford  and  Harris,  Mr.  Hutchinfon,  a  gentleman  whom  they  particularly 
recommended  for  his  abilities  and  integrity  in  his  profeflion,  attended  with  an  in- 
ftrument  prepared  for  us  to  fign.  By  this  agreement,  MelT.  Rutherford  and  Harris 
were  empowered  to  treat  for  the  purchafe  of  :he  Theatre,  &c.  at  any  fum  not  ex- 
ceeding 6o,Ocol.  forty  thoufand  to  be  raifed  by  themfelves,  and  twenty  by  Colman 
and  Powell,  whom  they  were  to  affift  with  a  loan  of  5000  1.  each,  to  make  up 
their  proportions  of  the  purchafe-money.  On  Mr.  Hutchinfon's  reading  over 
this  inftrument,  when  he  came  to  that  part  of  it  wherein  it  was  recited,  that  the 
four  parties  Jhould  be  jointly  and  equally  concerned  in  the  management  of  the  Theatre^ 
Mr.  Colman  begged  leave  to  interrupt  him,  and  told  him  it  was  a  fettled  point 
that  he  (Mr.  Colman)  was  to  be  inverted  with  the  .direction  of  the  Theatre  ; 
whereupon,  to  his  very  great  furprife,  MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford  declared,  that 
they  never  had  the  leaft  intention  of  forming  fuch  an  article  ;  that,  as  they  had 
the  turn  of  the  fcale  in  the  purchafe-money,  they  could  not  think  of  lowering 
their  confequence  in  the  purchafe,  &c.  Mr.  Colman  faid,  that  he  took  it  for 
granted  (as  he  moft  certainly  did)  that  this  matter  had  been  previously  underftood 
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on  all  fides ;  ami  that  he  had  plainly  declared  to  Mr.  PowelJ,  on  bis  fnit  appli- 
cation, that  he  would  never  be  concerned  in  th>'  purchafc,  unlefs  he  fhnuld  be  in- 
verted with  the  theatrical  direction  Mr.  Powell  allowed  the  truth  of  this  aifertion, 
bit  faid  nothing  in  approbation  of  Mr.  Cohnan  i  ilawi  of  the  management ;  and  MefT. 
Rutherford  anJ  Harris  feemirg  fenfible  of  his  fuperior  utility  in  this  province, 
but  unwilling  to  acknowledge  tr.at  fuperiority  under  their  hands,  the  agreement 
was  at  laft  ugned  by  each  of  the  four  parties,  in  the  form  in  which  it  had  been 
originally  prepaid. 

This  tranladion  pafTed  on  (he  thirty-fnft  of  March,  though  the  manufcript 
pap- r  exbibited  at  Slaughter's,  as  well  as  the  piinted  Narrative,  for  the  fame  pur- 
pofe  of  fllacy  that  will  appear  through  the  whole,  place  it  much  1-ucr. 

The  next  morning  I  fet  out  for  Bath,  where  I   remained  ti'l  the 
p      u     third  or  fourth  of  May.     In  the  meantime,  MefT.  Harris  and  Ruther- 
ford contracted  for  the  purchrfe,  depofited   io,OCol.  and  agreed  for  the  payment 
of  the  remainder  on  the  enfu  ng  rirft  of  July. 

I  have  been  extremely   particular  in   the  above  relation,  becaufe  I  am  refoived 
not  to  fupprefs  or  dlfguife   the  moft   minute   fact,  that  may  feem  in  the  lead 
favourable  to  MefT  Rutherfcrd  and  Harris.     For  a  like  reafon  I  (hall  fupprefs  all 
my  reflections  and  refolutions  declared  to  particular  friends,  till  I  had  the  p'eafure 
of  feeing  thofe  gentlemen  again,  which  was  not  till  fome  days  after  my  return  to 
townj  the  fame  melancholy  occafion   that  fummoned  me  from  Bath 
7*       fooner   than  I  propofed,  having  alfo  fecluded  me  from  company.     In 
the  mean  time,  MefT.  Rutherford  and  Harris  exprefTed  the  greateft  im- 
patience for  an  interview  with  me,  apart  from  Mr.  Powell.     On  the  very  firft  con- 
ference, they  teftified,  in  the  warmed  terms,  their  earned  defne  that  I  fliould  be 
inverted  with  the  theatrical  direction,  complaining  at  the  fame  time  of  theindifcre- 
tion  of  Mr.  Powell,  to  whom  they  afcribed  the  notoriety  of  our  intended  purchafe, 
which  was  now  become  the  common  talk  of  the  town,,  and  our  names  inferted  in 
every  news-paper. 

It  is  but  juftice  to  Mr.  Powell  to  declare,  that  it  afterwards  appeared  that, 
from  the  peculiar  circumftances  of  Mr.  Rich's  will,  his  widow  thought  herfelf 
bound  in  honour  to  declare  to  fome  other  candidates  for  the  purchafe,  that  (he  had 
given  notice  to  the  truftees  of  her  having  contracted  for  the  fale.  Thiscircumfrance, 
as  well  as  the  necefTary  applications  by  each  of  the  parties  to  their  friends  for 
the  requifne  fum,  tended  to  make  the  treaty  publick.  One  part  ef  Mr.  Powell's 
conduct  on  this  occafion,  though  it  certainly  contributed  to  betray  our  operations, 
is  very  much  to  his  honour,  though  ihe  written  Narrative,  with  the  fame  fpirit  of 
candour  that  animates  the  whole,  endeavours  to  interpret  it  to  his  difadvantage, 
and  to  tax  him  with  a  fcandalous  breach  of  faith  to  the  Patentees  of  Drury-Lane 
Theatre.  The  truth  is,  that  the  very  day  after  MefT.  Rutherford  and  Harris  had 
applied  to  Mr.  Powell,  he  communicated  the  matter  to  Mr.  Lacey,  who  very 
kindly  allured  him  of  his  beft  wifhes,  and  a  continuance  of  the  fame  friendfhip 
which  he  had  (hewn  to  Mr.  Powell  on  every  former  occafion.  Mr.  Garrick  was 
then  at  Bath. 

In  a  word,  MefT.  Harris  and   Rutherford  now  infifted  on  the  ex- 

1767'        pediency  of  inverting  Mr.  Colman  with  the  direction  of  the  Theatre, 

and  were  extremely  folicitous  to  fettle  this  point  before  Mr.  Powell's 

fummer-engagements  jftiould  call  him  out  of  town.     To  this  end  it  was  propofed, 

that  we  fhodd  each  of  us  confider  of  that  and  fome  other  necefTary  articles,  and 

throw- 
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throw  our  thoughts  concerning  them  upon  paper.  I  did  for;  and  Mr.  Harris,'  in 
a  few  days,  took  occafion  to  call  upon  me  one  morning  alone.  1  then  fubmitted 
to  him  a  paper  containing  a  fketch  of  fome  articles,  and  among  the  reft,  one 
relative  to  the  management,  which  was  as  follows  : 

"  That  George  Colman  fhall  be  inverted  with  the  theatrical  direction,  that  is 
*c  to  fay,  the  power  of  engaging  and  difmifiing  aclors,  adtreffes,  fingers,  dancers, 
"  muficiar.s,  Sec.  Sec.  of  receiving  or  rejecting  fuch  new  pieces  as  (hall  be  offered 
"  to  the  Theatre ;  of  catting  the  plays ;  of  appointing  what  plays,  farces,  &c.  (hall 
"  be  performed  ;  together  with  the  fole  conduct  of  all  fuch  things  as  are  generally 
*'  underftood  to  be  comprehended  under  the  dramatick  and  theatrical  province  : 
"  Provided  always  that  the  [aid  George  Colman  Jhall  net  do  any  aft  contrary  to  the  opinion 
**  of  ANY  TWO  of  the  other  partners  in  writing  expreffd:  and  that  if  the  four  part- 
**  ners  Jhall  be  equally  divided  in  opinion,  that  the  matter  in  dfpute  Jhall  be  referred  to 
*'  tzvo  arbitrators,  one  for  each  party  ;  and  if  the  Jaid  two  arbitrators  cannot  agree,  that 
"  they  Jhall  join  in  appointing  one  other  arbitrator,  whofe  opinion /hall  be  decifive  and  final." 

On  perufing  the  above  rough  draught  of  an  article,  Mr.  Harris  did  me  the 
honour  to  obferve,  that  the  footing  on  which  I  was  willing  to  reft  my  manage- 
ment was  extremely  generous,  and  agreeable  to  the  candour  which  I  had  fhown  in 
my  whole  tranfa£tion  with  them  ;  but  that  he  thought  it  necefTary  that  I  mould 
have  more  power  than  fuch  an  article  would  give  me  j  that  he  had  the  greateft 
efteem  and  regard  for  his  friend  Mr.  Rutherford,  whom  he  thought  a  very  honeft, 
good-natured  man,  but  that  there  were  no  two  perfons  in  the  world  more  likely 
to  differ  in  opinion  than  himfelf  and  Mr.  Rutherford  ;  fo  that  if  Mr.  Rutherford 
and  Mr.  Powell  fhould  happen  to  join  in  opposition  to  any  of  my  meafures,  an  ob- 
ftrucTon  in  the  management  muft  neceflarily  enfue  ;  that  his  brother-in-law,  Mr. 
Longman,  had  told  him,  that  he  and  Mr.  Rutherford  might  differ,  but  that  he  and 
Mr.  Colman  never  could ;  he  could  wifli,  therefore,  that  I  would  agree  to  put  Mr. 
Powell  entirely  out  of  the  queftion,  and  to  place  the  whole  negative  power  in  him- 
felf and  Mr.  Rutherford,  and  then  (added  he)  M  You  will  always  be  fare  of  owe  of 
us." 

Although  this  fcene  paft  entirely  between  Mr.  Harris  and  me,  yet  the  truth  of 
it  does  not  reft  on  my  bare  affertion  ;  for  I  recapitulated  all  thefe  circumftances  to 
Mr.  Harris  fome  weeks  ago  at  the  Theatre,  in  the  prefence  of  Meflrs.  Ruther- 
ford, Powell,  and  Hutchinfon.  He  allowed  the  fails,  but  added,  that  he  had 
been  miftaken  in  me.     I  returned  him  the  compliment. 

I  fell  into  the  fnare,  and  faid,  that  if  Mr.  Powell  could  be  prevailed  on  to  aflent 
to  fuch  an  article,  I  had  no  objection  to  it.  Mr.  Rutherford,  in  this  inftance,  as 
in  every  other,  implicitly  fubmitted  to  the  opinion  of  Mr..  Harris.  Mr.  Powell, 
however,  (hewed  great  repugnance  to  giving  me  the  direction.  On  my  expostulat- 
ing with  him  alone  on  this  fubjeel,  and  reminding  him  of  his  flrft  application  to- 
me, and  my  declared  refolutions  at  that  period,  he  frankly  confeffed  that  he  had 
been  advifed  to  the  contrary,  but  that,  on  reflection,  he  returned  to  his  original  in- 
tentions, and  was  content  to  put  his  fame  and  fortune  into  my  hands. 

This  is  the  real  hiftory  of  the  article  refpeding  the  management,    M         ^ 
which  was  accordingly  figned  by  all  parties  on  the  14th  of  May,  and         * 
«s  as  follows: 

"  WHEREAS  Thomas  Harris,  John  Rutherford,  George  Colman,  and  William 
Powell,  by  certain  articles  of  agreement,  dated  the  31ft  Day  of  March  laft,  did 

2  agree 


[     6     ] 

r.^rce  to  purchafe  of  the  Reprefentatives  of  John  Rich,  Efq.  deceafed,  two  patents 
for  exhibiting  theatrical  performances,  and  the  leveral  leafes  of  Covent-L'arden  the- 
atre, and  the  rooms,  buildings,  conveniences,  furniture,  cloaths,  fcenes,  decora- 
tions, mufic,  entertainments,  and  all  thin-r^  belonging  to  the  faid  Th-atre  ;  and 
the  faid  Thomas  Harris  and  John  Rutherford  were  thereby  authorifed  to  treat  for, 
and  purchafe  the  fame,  at  a  fum  not  exceeding  6coool.  and  the  purchafe-money 
was  to  be  ad  anced  by  the  faid  parties  equally,  and  they  were  to  become  jointly  pof- 
fefied  of,  and  interefted  in,  the  premifles  fo  to  bepurchafed,  and  were  to  be  jointly 
and  equally  concerned  in  the  management  of  the  faid  Theatre,  and  were  to  execute 
proper  deeds  and  inftruments  for  that  purpofe,  when  the  faid  purchafe  fliould  be 
completed.  And  whereas  the  fad  Thomas  Harris  and  John  Rutherford  have  ac- 
cordingly contracted  and  agreed  with  the  reprefentatives  of  the  faid  John  Rich,  for 
the  purchafing  of  the  faid  patents,  leafes,  premifles,  and  things,  at  and  for  the  fum 
of  60,000 1.  and  fuch  purchafe  is  to  be  completed  on  the  firft  of  July  next:  Now 
the  faid  feveral  parties,  having  peruled  and  fully  underftanding  the  purport 
and  contents  of  the  faid  contract,  do  approve  of,  and  confirm  the  fame.  And  hav- 
ing alfo,  in  confequence  thereof,  taken  into  their  confideration  the  Management  of 
the  faid  Theatre,  they  have,  for  the  better  and  more  ealy  conducting  of  the  bufinefs 
thereof,  as  well  as  for  their  joint  and  equal  benefit  and  advantage,  agreed,  and  do 
hereby  mutually  declare  and  agree,  that,  notwithstanding  any  thing  contained  in 
the  faid  agreement  already  made  between  the  faid  parties,  the  faid  George  Colman 
fhall  be  inverted  with  the  Direction  of  the  faid  Theare  in  the  particulars  following, 
viz.  that  he  (hall  have  the  power  of  engaging  and  difmifling  performers  of  all  kinds ; 
of  receiving  or  rejecting  fuch  new  pieces  as  fhall  be  offered  to  the  faid  theatre,  or 
the  proprietors  thereof;  of  cafting  the  plays;  of  appointing  what  plays,  farces,  en- 
tertainments, and  other  exhibitions,  fhall  be  performed  ;  and  of  conducting  all  fuch 
things  as  are  generally  underfrood  to  be  comprehended  in  the  dramatic  and  theatri- 
cal province.  And  that  the  faid  Thomas  Harris  and  John  Rutherford  fhall  be  de- 
fired  to  attend  to  the  comptrolment  of  the  Accounts  and  Treafury,  relative  to  the 
faid  theatre.  Provided  always,  and  in  as  much  as  the  faid  Thomas  Harris  and  John  Ru- 
therford will  have  lei  fur  e  to  attend  to  the  affairs  of  the  faid  theatre,  and  the /aid  William 
Powell  is  to  be  engaged  as  an  Attor  or  Performer  upon  the  Stage  (for  which  purpofe  feparatc 
articles  are  intended  to  be  entered  into  between  him  and  the  other  parties),  in  which  his 
time  and  attention  will  be  chiefly  employed  and  taken  up,fo  that  he  will  not  be  able  to  apply 
him/elfin  managing  the  bufinefs  of  the  theatre ;  it  is  therefore  hereby  further  agreed,  that 
the  faid  George  Colman  Jhall,  from  time  to  time,  and  at  all  times  hereafter,  communicate 
andfubmit  his  conducl,  and  the  meafures  he  /hall  intend  to  purfue,  unto  them  the  JaidTho*- 
vias  Harris  and  John  Rutherford;  and  in  cafe  they  Jhall,  at  any  time',  fgnify  their  difap- 
probation  thereof,  in  writing,  unto  the  faid  George  Colman,  then  and  in  that  cafe  the  mea- 
fures, fo  difapproved  of,  Jhall  not  be  carried  into  execution,  any  thing  before  contained  to 
the  contrary  thereof  notwitbjlanding.  Yet,  neverthelcfs,  with  refpeel  to  the  faid  IVilliam 
Powell,  it  is  intended  and  agreed,  that  he  Jhall,  at  all  times,  give  his  advice  and  ajfi/lancle 
relative  to'  any  part  of  the  bufinefs  of  the  faid  theatre  >  when  thereunto  de fired  by  the  other 
parties.     Witnefs  the  hands  of  the  faid  parties,  this  14th  day  of  ivlay,   1767. 

Wttnefs,  T.  HARRIS, 

JA.  HUTCHINSON.  JN  °'  fftHTFS  RFORD' 


G.  COLMAN, 
WILL.  POWELL.1 


My 
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My  ozi-n  fketch  of  the  article  here   infc rted,  relative   to  the    manage- 
ment, providing  that  I Jhould  not  do  any  act  contrary  to  the  opinion  of  any" 
two  of  the  other  pa- trie; s  in  writing  expr>ffed^  inconfefnbly  proves  the- 
faiihood  of  T.  Harris's  afiVrtion,  that  it  appears  evident  fom  the  Harris's  Let. 
very  jirfl,  that  Co/man  ufed every  means  to  engross  the  whole         P-  9- 
power  to  himself.    That  the  negative  power  fhould  be  transferred  from 
any  two,  and  the  controul  afterwards   veiled  folely  in  Rutherford  and 
Harris,  could  be  the  contrivance  of  none  but  thole  who  were  to  engrofs 
the  power  refigned  by  Mr.  Powell.     Mr.  Harris  himfelf  fay<=,  We  thought 
it  prudent  to  give  a  particular   charge  and  precaution  to  Mr.  Harries  Let. 
Hutchinfon,  our  attorney,  to  take  a  fpecial  care  to  guard       P-  8- 
and  fecure   our  rights  find  authority  in  this  new  injirument  relative  to  the 
management.     Here  it  appears  that  the  gentleman    who  drew  the  article 
was  at  that  time  Jolely  their  attorney,  and  that  Powell  and   Colman  re- 
poied  fuch  an  entire  confidence   in   rheir  good  faith,  as   to  employ  on 
this  occafion   no  attorney  at  all.     Mr.  Hutchinfon,  however,  unfortu- 
nately for  MeiT.  Rutherford  and  Harris,  was  a  plain  man,  and  did  not 
ynderftand  what  was  meant  to   be  conveyed  by  their  fecret  inductions 
to  guard  and  fecure  their  rights  and  authority   in  this  new  inftrument ;  fo 
that  he  incautioufly  left  certain  openings,  as   T.  Harris  calls  them,  into 
which  the  rights  and    authority  of  the   other  partners  have  infinuated 
themfelves.     For  this,  and  other   offences  equally  heinous,  Mr.  Hut- 
chinfon long  ago  received  his  difmiflion,  as   attorney  to  the  Theatre,, 
from  Meff.  Rutherford  and  Harris ;  together  with  a  letter  from  the  laft 
of  thofe  gentlemen,  more  impudent  and  infolent,  if  poflible,  than  any 
which  they  have  fent  to  their  partners.     Mr.  Hutchinfon  was  too  dull 
to  conceive  the  meaning  of  dark  hints  about  guarding  and  fe curing  their 
rights  and  authority  :  it  behoved  them  therefore,  in  the  formation  of  this 
new  instrument,  to  have    employed   fome  able  dexterous  attorney,  to 
whom  they  might  have  fpeken  out,  and  have  told  him  in  exprefs  terms, 
"  Powell  has  agreed   to  refign   his  power  to  Colman  :  take  care,  Mr. 
wt  Attorney,  that  Colman  (ball  have  no  power  at  all  !'* 

As  to  the  anecdote  relative  to  a  tranfaction  in  November,  the  real 
fail  is  as  follows :  The  four  proprietors,  attended  by  Mr.  Hutchinfon, 
met  to  fettle  a  body  of  articles  of  partnermip.  On  this  occafion  Mr. 
Colman  remonftrated,  that  Mr.  Powell*s  preclufion  having  been  made 
fo  notorious  by  their  publickly  reading  the  article  on  the  ftage  on  the 
ft-cond  of  November,  Mr.  Powell  was  degraded  in  the  eyes  of  the  whole 
Theatre.  It  was  propoied  therefore  to  recur  to  my  original  plan  of  an 
article,  which  left  him,  as  well  as  them,  an  equitable  controul  in  the 
direction.  This  Mefif.  Rutherford  and  Harris  flatly  refufed,  but  offer- 
ed, as  they  have  often  done  fince,  to  burn  all  articles.     As  it  is  impofll- 

ble 
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ble  not  to  fee  the  drifc  of  this  propofal,  it  is  no  wonder  that  it  has  on 
our  part  been  conftantly  rejected. —  I  fhall  now  (in  the  words  of  T. 
Harris's  Let.  Harris)  leave  the  impartial  reader  to  determine  which  of  us  is 
p.  ii.  guilty  of  fuggefting,  of  accomplishing,  and  of  continuing 
the  exclujion  of  Mr.  Powell. 

Harris's  Let.  the  feafon  at  length  arrived  fcr  opening  the  Theatre ,  and  MefT. 
p- 14-  Harris  and  Rutherford  entered  the  Theatre  with  all  the  chear- 
fulnefs  of  young  men,  fond  of  a  new,  promifing,  and  agreeable  purchafe. 
Pretty  mailers !  what  an  idea,  I  warranr,  had  they  formed  of  a  Thea- 
tre !  A  play-houfe,  like  a  play-thing,  as  it  was  new,  was  agreeable. 
But  how  were  thefe  young  men  received  by  that  four  old  fJlozo  Colman  ? 
He  never  introduced  them  to  the  performers.  The  truth  is,  Colman 
himfelfhad  no  perfonal  acquaintance  with  the  majority  of  them,  and 
had  introduced  himfelf  by  taking  the  men  by  the  hand,  and  ialuting 
the  women.  MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford  might  have  done  the  fame  ; 
or  if  any  thing  further  was  necefiary,  the  late  manager,  if  defired,  would 
no  doubt  have  been  fo  obliging  as  to  attend,  in  order  to  introduce  the 
Harris'sLet.  new  proprietors  to  the  performers.  That  I flopped  them  fhort, 
p-i5-  and  hade  them  go  off  the  Jl age,  is  a  mod  notorious  fallhood. 
They  were  there  fome  minutes,  at  the  end  of  which  the  performers,  as 
is  ulual,  betraying  iome  impatience  at  fo  long  an  interruption,  I  faid, 
neither  rudely  nor  uncivilly,  Come,  let  us  go  on  with  our  bufinefs  ! — I 
mould  be  afhamed  of  twice  refuting  this  filly  charge,  if  the  malice  was 
not  equal  to  the  folly  of  it. 

HamssLet.  On  the  fourteenth  of  September  the  Theatre  opened,  and  which 
p- 15-  party  betrayed  infolence,  will  appear  from  a  (hort  recapitulation 
of  the  facts  already  before  the  Publick.  In  two  days  Mr.  Harris's  ill 
humour  broke  out  on  the  fubject  of  Mrs.  Leflingham's  dreffing-room  ; 
immediately  after  fucceeded  that  lady's  infolent  epiftle  (probably  dictated 
by  T.  Harris)  to  the  prompter;  and  immediately  after  that  an  open  act 
of  hoftility  from  MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  attended  with  the  moji 
flagrant  violation  of  our  articles,  by  their  altering  the  call- book,  and  fign- 
ing  a  lift  of  parts  allotted  to  Mrs.  Lefiingham  j  a  proceeding  the  more 
infulting  and  offenfive,  as  it  meant  to  expofe  my  fuppofed  fubjtrction  to 
them  to  a  principal  officer  of  the  theatre.  Thefe  tranfactions  and 
thofe  which  followed  relative  to  Cymbeline,  and  the  engagement  of  Mr. 
and  Mrs  Yates,  are  fo  familiar  to  the  town,  that  I  agree  with  Mr. 
Harris:*  Let.  Harris  the  time  would  be  mifpent  in  agitating  an  obfolete  queflicn  : 
p- 15-  but  the  truth  of  my  reprefentanon  of  thofe  matters  being 
chiefly  founded  on  the  evidence  of  his  own  letters,  muft  furely  be  al- 
lowed to  be  incontrovertible. 

Their 
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Their  enquiries  into  the  wardrobe  were  merely  an  aft  of  fpleen, 
in  confequence  of  the  reprefentalion  of  Cymbeline.  Why  will  Mr. 
Harris  lay  then,  we  were  told  by  the  Wardrobe- keepers,  that 
great  part  of  the  property  was  in  the pvffeffion  of  Mrs.  Powell,  at  her  koufe  in 
Ruffel-Hreet,  Covent-Garden?  Why  will  he  oblige  me  to  tire  the  Publick 
by  repeating,  in  the  words  of  the  True  State,  that  "  They  had,  by  the 
"  advice  of  Mrs.  Rich,  approved  of  keeping  the  unappropriated  cloaths 
"  out  nf  the  wardrobe*,  and  had  not  only  joined  with  me  in  defiring  Mrs. 
"  Powell  to  take  the  care  of  them,  but  agreed  to  purchafe  Mrs.  Kich's 
u  dwelling-houfe,  adjoining  to  the  theatre,  for  the  refidence  of  Mr.  and 
*4  Mrs.  Powell,  allowing  a  very  large  abatement  of  the  rent,  in  confi- 
"  deration  of  their  referving  a  room  for  the  occafional  meetings  of  the 
"  managers,  and  other  apartments  for  the  purpofe  of  lodging  therein 
l(  the  unappropriated  cloaths"  It  is  true,  indeed,  Men".  Rutherford  and 
Harris  afterwards  thought  proper  to  recede  from  this  agreement,  which 
Powell  and  Colman  thought  themfelves  bound  in  honour  and  juftice  to 
fulfil. 

As  to  my  Management  of  the  Theatre,  whatever  reflections  T.  Har- 
ris may  endeavour  to  throw  on  it,  however  he  may  prevaricate  by  talk- 
ing of  the  (ma\\  profits  that  have  refulted  from  it,  the  fuccefs  of  it  is  in- 
conteftible  ;  and  the  extraordinary  receipts  of  the  laft  feafon  are  an  irre- 
fragable proof  that  Covent  Garden  Theatre  has  attracted  the  particular 
notice  and  favour  of  the  Publick  under  my  direction.  If  the  difburfe- 
ments  have  been  very  large,  great  part  of  thofe  fums  mull  be  confidered 
as  the  firfl:  expence  of  fetting  up  in  bufinefs,  having  been  employed  in 
what  may  be  called  fleck  in  trade,  which  is  at  this  inftant  of  great  in- 
trinfick  value,  and  will  prevent  future  expence  •,  and,  large  as  thofe 
difburfements  have  been,  I  was  not  the  promoter  of  them,  except  in  the 
fingle  inftance  of  engaging  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Yates,  more  than  Mr.  Har- 
ris ;  and  that  fingle  inftance  was  honoured  with  Mr.  Rutherford's  ap- 
probation, till  his  colleague  exerted  his  undue  influence  over  him,  and 
taught  him  to  object:  to  it. 

Now  I  am  on  the  article  of  expence,  it  may  not  be  amifs  to  lay  before 
the  Publick  a  fhort  anecdore.  When  Mr.  Powell,  at  a  meeting  of  all 
the  proprietors,  pn  pofed  fome  additional  illuminations,  I  objected  to 
tbem,  at  leaft  for  the  prefent,  faying  that  they  would  have  a  happier 
effect:  at  the  commencement  of  a  fealon.  Mr.  Harris  faid,  the  mealure 
being  advisable,  the  fooner  it  was  carried  into  execution  the  better.  Mr. 
Powell  accordingly  gave  the  necefiary  orders-,  but  when  the  bills  came 
in,  Mr.  Harris  and  his  colleague  forbad  the  payment  of  the  fum  charged 
for  two  luftres  to  their  Majclties  box,  faying  it  was  a  meafure  that  had 
not  been  fubmit ted  to  them. 

C  The 
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Vi 


The  pitiful  charge  concerning  orders  fent  into  the  Theatre,  as  far  as 
it  is  imputed  to  me  as  an  artifice  to  fupport  my  reputation,  Mr.  Harris 
knows  to  be  falfe.  Mr.  Rutherford  and  himfelf  have  told  me  more 
than  once,  that  I  fent  in  fewer  orders  than  any  of  the  proprietors.  The 
little  piece  at  which  his  malice  points  was,  with  all  its  faults,  extremely 
fuccefsful,  and  of  great  advantage  to  our  Theatre  laft  feafon.  The 
people  fent  to  the  houfe  on  one  night  in  particular^  did  not  go  at  my  de- 
lire  in  fupport  of  my  piece,  but  at  the  inftance  of  all  the  proprietors  in 
fupport  of  the  houfe,  which  was  threatened  to  be  pulled  down  ;  and  it 
was  thought  a  very  cheap  expedient  to  facrifice  a  hundred  pounds,  to  pre- 
vent a  tumult  which  might  perhaps  have  occafioned  a  lofs  of  one  or  two 
thoufand.  As  to  the  piece,  good  or  bad,  being  very  well  acted,  it 
brought  great  houfes,  and  was  received  with  much  applaufe ;  fo  that 
however  Mr.  Harris  may  prove  the  foundnefs  of  his  tafte  and  judge- 
ment, he  certainly  does  not  manifefi:  his  gratitude  by  a  publick  difap- 
probation  of  it. 

lam  now  arrived  at  that  period,  where  I  mould  think  any  prefent 
appeal  to  the  Publick,  if  any  were  neceflary,  ought  to  have  begun  :  but 
as  T.  Harris  chofe  to  go  over  the  old  ground  again,  I  was  obliged  to 
follow  him,  and  to  trace  him  through  all  his  doublings  of  cunning  and 
fophiftry.  What  follows  is  entirely  new  matter,  which  has  arifen  iince 
the  tenth  of  February,  the  date  of  my  laft  publication. 

The  firft  new  act  of  holtility  on  the  fide  of  the  negative  ma- 

\7'elT      nagers  was  intended,  like  their  late  proceedings,  as  a  negative 
general^  being  calculated  to  deprive  us  of  the  very  finews  of 
war.     On   the  fourteenth  of  February  they  fent,  without  our    know- 
ledge, the  following  letter  to  the  bankers  where   our  money  was  de- 
pofited. 

Mefl".  Freame,  Smith,  and  Co. 
**  Gentlemen, 

"  We  defire  you  will  not  pay  any  money,  or  deliver  any  property  in  your  hands 
belonging  to  the  proprietors  of  Covent  Garden  Theatre  to  any  perfon  whatfotvery 
until  further  notice  from  us.  And  we  defire  you  in  like  manner,  to  retain  any  fur- 
ther fums  of  money  belonging  to  the  faid  proprietors  that  may  be  fent  to  you.  We 
are,  &c. 

London,  T.  HARRIS. 

14th  Feb.  1768.  J.RUTHERFORD" 

At  the  beginning  of  the  feafon  the  Bankers  had  received  an  order, 
figned  by  all  the  Proprietors,  to  pay  all  draughts  of  Mr.  Garton,  our 
Treafurer.  It  is  a  queftion  therefore  whether  any  two  of  the  Proprie- 
tors had  a  1  gal  right  to  revoke  the  joint  order  at'  the  four,  and  to  defire 
the  Bankers  not  to  pay  any  money  to  any  perfon  whatfotver.  However  tr.ac 
<i3t3  may 
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may  prove,  a  ftep  of  fuch  importance  could  not  have  been  too  early 
communicated  to  Mr.  Powell  and  me.  It  was  a  meafure  that  ftruck  at 
the  very  being  of  our  Theatre  ;  yet  certain  it  is,  that  the  Bankers,  who 
were  recommended  by  Mr.  Rutherford,  kept  this  order  to  pay  no  money  ^ 
and  in  like  manner  to  retain  all  further  fums.  and  even  fuffered  the  Trea- 
furer to  pay  in  two  fuch  further  fums  to  a  very  confiderable  amount, 
without  laying  one  word  of  their  having  received  fuch  an  order  to  us  or 
to  the  Treafurer,  who  accidentally  came  to  the  knowledge  of  it  at  the 
end  of  three  weeks,  by .  happening  to  give  directions  for  the  purchafe  of 
India  bonds. 

A  few  days  after  the  following  letter  was  fent  to  the  Treafurer  : 

To  Mr.  Jonathan  Garton. 
"SIR, 

"  We  defire  you  will,  with  all  poffible  difpatch,  fend  to  each  performer,  officer, 
and  fervant  of  Covent  Garden  Theatre,  whofe  articles  expire  thisfeafon,  or  who  are 
not  under  articles,  a  copy  of  the  inclofed  letter  ;  and  that  you  will  take  down  the 
names  of  thofe  to  whom  fuch  copy  is  fent,  and  return  us  a  lift  thereof  figned  by 
yourfelf. 

"  We  alfo  defire  you  will  have  your  accounts  ready  for  our  examination,  and  your 
balance  for  infpeclion,  on  Monday  morning  next  at  eleven  o'clock,  as  we  (hall  then  be 
at  Che  office  for  that  purpofe.     We  are,  Sir,  your  moft  humble  fervants, 

Thurfday25,  .   !  T.   HARRIS. 

Feb.  1768.  J.RUTHERFORD." 

'■  ")o  abrl    '  Letter  inclofed. 

"  I  AM  directed  by  Meff.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  to  give  you  notice  that>*<?z* 
cannot  be  confidered  as  belonging  to  Covent  Garden  Theatre ,  after  the  expiration  of  this 
feafon,  unlefs  the  engagement  you  may  enter  into  for  the  next  be  confirmed  in  writ- 
ing by  one,  or  both  of  them.  Your's,  &c. 

Feb.  28,  17*8.  J.  GARTON." 

The  determined  refolution  of  MefT.  Rutherford  and  Harris  to  refcind 
the  article  refpebling  the  management,  appears  in  the  above  notice,  wherein 
they  afiume,  contrary  to  the  letter,  fpirit,  and  common  fenfe  of  that 
article,  the  power  of  difmiffion,  the  difmifiion  of  almoft  the  whole  Thea- 
tre, as  well  as  the  power  of  ftgning  the  articles  cf  agreement ;  to  which 
alfo  they  have  not  any  right.  The  ordering  the  Treafurer  to  tranferibe 
and  circulate  thefe  notices  was  undoubtedly  intended  as  a  new  infulc 
to  me  -,  and  perhaps  the  Treafurer,  who  was  now  growing  obnoxious 
to  them,  becaufe  he  would  not  further  their  attempts  to  flop  the  bufi- 
nefs  of  the  Theatre,  was  purpofely  diftreffed  with  this  order,  that  they 
might  take  offence  at  his  denial  to  comply  with  it.  I  had  not  the  moft 
diftant  intention  of  fettling  the  future  ftate  of  the  company  without 
communicating  the  plan  of  it  to  them.  This,  whatever  they  might  have 
learnt  from  their  informers,  my  fubfequent  conduct  teftified.     1  fuffered, 

C  2  however, 
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however,  the  poor  young  men  to  continue  to  expofe  themfelves.  The 
notices  were  actually  ferved  on  the  perfons  they  required,  and  I  patted 
over  this  new  instance  of  their  iniolence  and  irregularity  with  the  moil 
fi lent  contempt. 

The  performers  indeed,  fome  of  whom  had  remained  in  the  Thea- 
tre, under  verbal  agreements  and  a  confidence  in  the  good  faith  of  cne 
managers,  upwards  of"  twenty  years,  were  extremely  mortified,  and 
burnt  with  indignation  at  thele  b  llets  of  difmifllon.  Tht  very  interior 
part  of  the  Company,  and  fervants  of  the  Theatre,  trembled  for  their 
Harris's  Let     ^  ^ence-     1*   tne  emotion  of  one  gentleman  in  particular 

p.:i$.       broke  out  too  violently,  it  was  not  at    my  mitigation  ;    and 

j  I  am  very  forry  that  any   military  man  of  my  acquaintance 

mould  ever   have  threatened  violence  to  him  and   his  col- 

Ibid.  league,  or  have  talked  {before  great  part  of  the  company)  of 
thrufling  them  into  the  fire. 

Towards  the  end  of  March  I  tranfmitted  to  MefT.  Rutherford  and 
Harris  a  plan  of  the  arrangements  which  I  propoled  in  the  future  fet- 
tlement  of  the  Company  •,  and  at  the  interpofition  of  a  gentleman,  who, 
though  employed  as  a  folicitor  on  their  part,  wifhed  to  appear  and  a6fc 
as  a  friend  to  all  parties,  an  interview  was  appointed  not  onlv  to  adjuft 
that  matter,  but  to  bring  all  our  unhappy  differences  (if  poflible)  to  an 
amicable  conclufion  :  yet  even  after  the  appointment  made  for  thatpur- 
pofe,  they  were  indelicate  enough  to  fend  me  comments  on  my  pro- 
pofals,  apparently  dictated  by  that  hottile  fpirit,  which  had  influenced 
their  actions  during  the  preceding  three  months.  The  interview,  not- 
withstanding, took  place  ;  and  I  appeal  to  the  above-mentioned  gentle- 
man, whether  we  or  they  fhewed  the  mod  conciliating  fpirit.  By  his 
friendly  mediation  fome  objections  on  their  part,  which  plainly  betrayed 
an  unmanly  remembrance  of  paft  differences,  were  furmounted";  and 
my  plan  feemed  to  be  ratified  with  their  approbation  :  but  at  length, 
to  my  very  great  lurprife,  they  began  to  talk  of  interfering  in  the  agree- 
ments. The  gentleman  told  them,  that,  according  to  the  article  refpecl- 
ing  the  management,  when  an  agreement  was  once  approved,  the  care  of  enter- 
ing into  that  agreement  rejled  wholly  upon  me.  Mr.  Rutherford  was  then 
willing  enough  to  faddle  me  with  that  trouble  ;  but  he,  a^  his  cclhdgueT. 
Harris  has  done  ever  fince,  infifted  that  I  fhould  inlot  certain 
claufes  in  the  articles,  which  gave  them  an  immediate  controul  over  the 
performers,  &c.  and  put  the  pojitive  management  of  the  Theatre  into 
their  hands.  They  required  alio,  that  MefT.  Younger,  Garton,  and 
Sarjant,  the  Prompter,  Treafurer,  and  Houfe-keeper,  mould  each  be 
engaged  under  a  particular  article.  This  particular  article,  and  thofe 
tlaufesy  were  all  manifeftly  intended  to  annul  and  fubvert  the  original 
2  '  article, 
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article,  by  which  I  was  inverted  with  the  direction  of  the  Theatre. 
An  article  however  was,  at  their  inftance,  drawn  up  in  the  form  they 
defired.  In  this  form  an  alternative  of  two  new  claufes  to  be  infer  ted  in 
the  articles  with  perfrmers  was  propofed.  Their  intended  operation,  to 
render  Mefi~.  Rutherford  and  Harris  pofitive  managers  of  the  Theatre, 
and  to  leave  me  no  power  at  all,  was  obvious.  The  firft  claufe  abib- 
lutely  reverfed  the  article  of  the  management;  and  the  fecond  their  own 
counfel,  at  one  of  our  interviews,  (though  openly  defired  by  MerT.  Ru- 
therford and  Harris  to  make  no  concefiions  on  their  part)  fairly  con- 
ferred to  be  a  variation  of  that  article.  It  is  no  wonder,  therefore,  that  I 
objected  to  thefe  flagrant  attempts  to  infringe  the  original  compact  be- 
tween us.  They  then  defired  a  perufal  of  the  form  of  the  article  under 
which  I  meant  to  engage  performers.  My  counfel  immediately  pre- 
pared fuch  a  form,  and  perfonally  aflured  MerT.  Rutherford  and  Harris 
that  it  was  drawn 'up  in  Jlritl  conformity  to  the  articles  between  the  pro- 
prietors, as  well  as  agreeable  to  the  form  heretofore  ufed  for  that  pur- 
pofe  :  notwithstanding  which,  MerT.  Rutherford  and  Harris  ftill  infilled 
on  the  form  propofed  by  themfelves  ;  declaring,  that  they  would  put 
a  negative  on  all  engagements  till  I  agreed  to  adopt  the  claufes  in  quef- 
tion  i  after  which,  having,  by  a  negative  general,  difabled  me  from  en- 
gaging the  performers,  they  would  take  upon  themfelves  to  engage 
them.  It  alfo  was  thrown  out,  that  there  would  be  two  companies  ;  after 
which,   and  fome  other  expreflions  of  ill  humour,  they  departed. 

Thefe  fruitlefs  interviews,  intended  to  bring  about  an  accommoda- 
tion, were  three;  at  the  laft  of  which  arofe  one  occurrence  which  T. 
Harris,  after  his  ufual  manner,  has  grofly  mifreprefented.  I  had,  at 
our  former  meetings  on  this  occafion,  expreft  my  forrow  for  paft  heats 
and  animofities,  and  given  them  the  moil  folemp  afiurances  that  if  they 
were^really  difpofed  to  proceed  amicably  for  the  future,  I  would  do 
every  thing  in  my  power  to  convince  them  of  the  fincereft  cordiality  on 
my  fide.  Finding,  however,  by  their  obflinate  adherence  to  thefe  new 
claims,  that  nothing  would  fatisfy  them  but,  direclly  or  indirectly,  to  re- 
fcind  the  article  which  inverted  me  with  the  Theatrical  Direction,  I  pro- 
pofed, at  this  laft  interview,  to  leave  the  theatre  to  themfelves  for  three 
years,  provided  they  would  infure  the  receipts  for  that  term  to  be  equal 
to  thofe  of  the  prefent  feafon,  the  balance  never  to  be  lefs ;  and  if  greater, 
that  1  mould  have  the  advantage  of  it.  They  would  only  iniure.  the 
balance  not  to  be  lefs ;  which,  notwithstanding  the  great  fuccefs  of  the 
feafon,  they  thought  they  might  fafely  venture  to  do,  on  account  of  the 
great  expences  of  the  wardrobe,  illuminations,  &c.  They  alfo  offered 
me  a  bank  note  of  ioo  1.  if  1  would  name  a  give-and-take  price.  I 
called  the  offering  me  money  a  paltry  propofal ;  exclufive  of  which,  it 
•  was 
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was  unfair  to  throw  the  naming  that  price  upon  me,  though  T  <v!ll  now 
treat  with  them  on  that  footing  whenever  they  wiil  pleafe  to  name  fuch 
a  price  themfelves. 

The  fituation  of  our  affairs  now  bfgan  to  grow  very  cri- 
tical. The  laft  of  thefe  fruitlefs  interviews,  tor  the  pirpofe 
of  an  accommodation,  was  on  the  16th  of  April.  On  the  .  8th  ney 
ferved  me  with  a  formal  prohibition,  containing  a  recital  of  the  article 
of  the  14th  of  May,  1767  ;  but  this,  it  feems,  being  intended  to  be 
foon  afterwards  made  publick  and  diftributed  among  the  performers, 
concluded  with  a  declaration,  that  they  did  not  mean  to  put  any  un- 
reafonable  negative;  and  that  in  cafe  of  any  breach  of  articles  they  would 
purfue  all  legal  remedies  to  procure  redrefs.  The  next  day,  however, 
notwithstanding  fo  candid  a  declaration,  they  fent  me  a  private  letter, 
revoking  their  confent  to  every  arrangement  that  had  lately  been  ad- 
jufted  between  us,  and  prohibiting  me  to  enter  into  any  articles  of 
agreement  without  inferting  the  new  claufes  in  queftion. 

It  now  became  an  open  conteft,  and  certainly  a  mod  ruinous  one  in 
fuch  a  kind  of  property,  whether  MefiT.  Rutherford  and  Harris  or  I 
fhould  engagcthe  performers.  Mr,  Powell  kept  ftrictly  within  the  li- 
mits prefcribed  by  our  articles;  and  though  he  approved  of  my  propofed 
agreements,  made  no  efforts  to  engage  the  performers  himlelf.  Mr. 
Harris,  in  his  late  publication,  at  the  fame  time  that  he  has  wilfully 
mifreprefented  my  conduct,  has  mod  fhamefully  flubbered  over  the 
part  which  he  and  his  colleague  took  in  this  tranfaction.  It  is  notorious, 
however,  to  the  whole  Theatre,  that,  on  this  occafion,  they  attempted, 
in  open  violation  of  their  compacl  with  me  and  Mr.  Powell,  to  take  the  ma- 
nagement into  their  own  hands,  and  to  enter  into  articles  of  agreement  with 
the  performers,  without  our  knowledge  or  confent.  No  borough  was,  more 
induftrioufly  canvafTed  at  the  late  general  election,  than  the  Theatre  laft 
April  by  Mefi*.  Harris  and  Rutherford.  Some  of  the  performers  they 
parleyed  with  at  the  Theatre,  others  they  vifited  at  their  houfes,  and 
others  they  fummoned  to  attend  them  in  Surry-Street :  on  all  which 
occafions  they  ufed  every  foothing  and  menacing  expedient  to  cajole  or 
frighten  the  performers  into  agreements ;  offering  them  indemnifica- 
tion if  they  would  break  any  contract  formed  with  me,  and  private  fe- 
curity  for  the  payment  of  their  falaries,  provided  they  would  enter  into 
theatrical  engagements  with  themfelves.  At  the  fame  time  they  iflued 
printed  edicts,  and  hung  up  tremendous  manifestos  in  the  Green- 
Rooms  ;  conftruing  their  negative  power,  in  contradiction  to  the  ob- 
vious fenfe  and  direct  import  of  words,  into  a  p»fitvie  power,  and 
denying  Mr.  Powell  and  me  to  have  any  power  at  sll ;  becaufe,  for- 
footh,  he  was  a  Player,  and  myfelf  a  Dramatick  Writer.     At, this  time 

1  Mr. 
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Mr.  Macklin  alone,  after  two  fruitlefs  negociations  with  me,  I  am  well 
informed,  declared  publickly  that  he  was  retained  by  Mr.  Harris.  If 
by  being  retained,  the  having  entered  into  a  theatrical  engagement  was 
fignified,  no  other  performer  could  be  prevailed  on  to  follow  his  exam- 
ple. Their  counfel  indeed  (for  many  of  them  applied  to  counfel)  in- 
ftructed  them,  that  according  to  the  article,  as  it  flood  in  our  federal 
publications,  no  perfon  could  form  an  engagement,  or  receive  a  dif- 
miffion,  but  through  me,  in  whofe  power,  as  the  Director,  thofe  act;* 
of  management  were  particularly  fpecified. 

The  fituation  to  which  the   cruelty,  oppreflion,    and  irregularity  of 
the  two  controlling  proprietors  had   reduced  me  at  that  inftant  was  ex- 
actly this :   By  fubmitting  to  their   negative  general  on  all  engagements, 
I  was  to  leave  the  Theatre  deftitute  of  performers  :  by  fuffering  them- 
to  form  fuch  engagements,  I  was  to  fubmit  to  a  grofs  violation  of  our 
articles,   and,  at  the  manifeft  rifk  of  my  property,  to  aflign  the  theatri- 
cal direction  to  them  :  or,  by  engaging  the  performers  myfelf,   I  was  to 
enter  into  fuch  agreements  at  my  peril.  Of  all  thefe  difficulties  I  chofe  to 
encounter  the  lait;  but  not  in    the   manner  reprefented  by  T.  Harris. 
I  engaged  no  part  of   the  company  to  myfelf  only,  or  under 
pretence  that  our  differences  were  amicably  adjufled:  I  took  no-       .viva 
body  unawares:  I  deceived  no  perfon  whatever.     Yet,  fays  Mr. 
Harris,  one  in  particular  of  eminence  in  his  profefjwn  affur-      Ibld" 
ed  us,  he  was  fo  much  concerned  at  being  thus  deceived,  that  he  would  go 
immediately  to  Mr.  Colman,  and  endeavour  to  get  his  agreement  cancelled. 
The  letter  annexed,   in  order  to  corroborate  this  afiertion,    is  irielf  a  re- 
futation  of  it  •,  and    the   party  concerned  has  fince  publiflhed  the  fol- 
lowing teftimony  in  my  favour,  whence  the    world    is  left  to  judge  of 
the  credit  due  to  Mr.  Harris. 

Liverpool,  Aug.  i,   1768. 

"  Under/landing  that  my  name  has  been  made  ufe  of  to  the  prejudice  of  the 
character  of  Mr.  Colman,  in  juftice  to  that  gentleman,  and  at  his  deftre,  I  think 
it  incumbent  on  me  to  declare,  that  1  never  faid  I  had  been  deceived  by  him,  and 
that  1  never  formed  any  engagement  with  him,  wherein  he  a&ed  in  an  indirect  or 
clandeftine  manner,  or  otherwife  than  became  a  man  of  honour  and  integrity. 

The  reafon  of  my  demanding  a  foYmal  cancelling  of  my  agreement,  as  appears 
by  my  letter  to  Mr.  Harris,  of  the  28th  of  April  was,  that  he  faid  he  could  only 
confider  me  as  a  Colman,  and  of  confequence,  an  enemy  to  Mr.  Rutherford  and 
himfelf,  if  I  did  not  afk  Mr.  Colman  for  my  engagement,  which  would  fatisfy 
them  entirely. 

GEORGE  MATTOCKS." 

-ijO     3f|j     03      H' 

Nothing  indeed  could  be  more  open  than  the  tranfactions  on  both 
fides,  which  were  fo  notorious,  that  it  betrays  an  uncommon  contempt 
of  all  the  parties  concerned,  as  well  as  the  moft  lofty  difregard   of 

truth 
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truth  and  the  publick  opinion,  to  have  endeavoured  to  mif-f  p-rfmt 
them.  Two  days  after  the  circulation  of  their  psinted  p*per  of  April 
27,  the  following  conuderations  were  i'ubmitted  to  tne  ptrrforme/s 
in  manufcript. 

"  Many  performers  ami  other  perfons  belonging  to  Covcnt  Garden  Theatre 
having  been  made  uneafy  by  the  re<eiptof  a  letter  fome  weeks  ago  figned  Jonathan 
Garton,  as  well  as  by  a  printed  paper  lately  distributed,  figned  Thomas  Harris  and 
John  Rutherford,  it  may  not  be  improper  to  confider  the  original  article  con- 
cerning the  management,  as  it  appears  in  the  different  publications  of  the  feveral 
patentees.  By  that  article  it  appcais,  that  according  to  the  agreement  of  the  31ft 
of  March  1767,  the  four  gentlemen  were  to  be  jointly  and  equaily  concerned  in 
the  management  of  the  theatre;  but  on  the  14th  of  May  fallowing,  hiving <aken 
into  confideraton  the  management  of  the  theatre,  they  for  rhe  better  and  more  eafy 
conducting  the  bufinefs,  as  for  their  joint  and  equal  benefit  and  advantage  agreed, 
that  notwithstanding  any  thing  contained  in  the  firft  agreement,  Mr.  Cohnan 
fhould  be  invefted  with  the  direction  of  the  theatre  in  the  particulars  following, 
viz.  That  he  fhould  have  the  power  of  engaging  and  difmiffing  performers  of  all 
kinds;  of  receiving  and  rejecting  fuch  new  pieces  as  fhould  be  offered  to  the 
theatre;  of  carting  the  plays  j  of  appointing  what  plays,  farces,  and  other  enter- 
tainments fhould  be  performed  ;  and  of  conducting  all  the  dramatic  and  theatrical, 
province:  but  it  was  alio  further  agreed,  that  Mr.  Colman  fhould  communicate 
and  fubmit  his  conduct  and  intended  meafures  to  MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford; 
and  in  cafe  they  fhould  at  any  time  fignify  their  difapprobation  in  writing  unto  the 
faid  George  Caiman^  then  the  meafures  fo  difapproved  of  fhould  not  be  carried  into 
execution. 

"  This  is  the  fubftance  of  the  article;  from  which  it  appears  that  Mr.  Colman 
has  the  fole  power  of  engaging  and  difmiffing  performers  of  all  kinds ;  and  that  no 
performer,  officer,  or  other  fervant  of  the  theatre,  can  form  an  engagement  or  receive 
his  difmiffon  from  any  other  of  the  proprietors.  Mr.  Colman  is  inverted  with  the 
management,  and  the  performers  and  other  perfons  of  the  theatre  are  to  receive 
their  directions  immediately  from  him.  In  cafe  of  any  difference  of  opinion  be- 
tween the  proprietors,  MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford  may  fignify  their  difapproba- 
tion in  writing  unto  the  faid  George  Colman ;  not  to  any  other  perfon  ;  and  if 
Mr.  Colmzn  afterwards  carries  the  meafures  into  execution,  it  is  at  his  own  peril. 
The  performers,  &c.  aTe  juftified  in  acting  as  Mr.  Colman  directs,  becaufe 
nobody  elfe  has  any  legal  authority  to  give  them  any  directions.  They  have 
nothing  to  do  with  any  private  differences  among  the  proprietors,  and  it  is  very 
hard  they  fhould  be  involved  in  fuch  difputes.  MelT.  Harris  and  Rutherford  have 
no  further  right  to. act  in  the  management  than  occafionally  to  fignify  their  difappro- 
bation in  writing  unto  the  faid  George  Colman.  Mr.  Powell  mig't  with  equai  right 
take  upon  him  to  engage  or  difmils  performers,  &c.  as  Meil.  Harris,  and  Ruther- 
ford, who  cannot  legally  execute  any  act  of  management.  It  is  certain  from  the 
original  article,  that  no  engagement  can  be  binding  on  all  the  proprietors,  except 
an  engagement  formed  by  Mr.  Colman.  If  he  forms  any  engagement  of  which 
MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford  have  fignified  ther  difapprobation  tohim  in  writing, 
he  perhaps  may  fuffer  for  it ;  but  the  performer  is  fure  to  receive  the  benefit  of  his . 
contract;  to  which  he  can  by  no  means  be  entitled  under  an  engagement  with 
any  of  the  other  proprietors. 

29th  April,  1768. 

Hov» 
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How  far  law  or  equity  will  warrant  the  part  I  thought  myfelf  bound 
to  take  for  the  prefervation  of  my  property  on  this  occafion  ;  what  the 
Publick  will  judge,  now  the  true  ftate  of  the  cafe  is   before  them  ;  I 
will  not  pretend  to  decide  :  nor  will  I,  like  Mr.  Harris,  hawk  the  names 
and  opinions  of  my  counfel  in  our  idle  pamphlets;  but  it  is  certain  that 
I  did  not  proceed  without  advice.     The  performers,  as  I  obferved  before, 
took  the  like  precaution  ;  and  not  one  to  whom  1  applied  refufed,  except 
Mrs.  Bellamy,  afligning  for  a  reafon  that  me  had  already  refufed  Meff. 
Rutherford  and  Harris,  and  that  (he  could  not  enter  into  any  written 
agreement  without  the  concurrence  of  all  the  proprietors.     I  do  not 
mention  this  in  order  to  caft   any  reflection   on  that  lady's  conduct. 
For  my  own  part,   let  the  fact  be  duly  confidered,  and  it  will  appear 
that  the  engagements  I  have  entered  into  with  the  performers,  &c.  are 
but  a  continuation  of  the  old  retainers  to  the  Theatre,  the  bufinefs  of 
which  could  not  poffibly  be  carried  on  without  their  affiftance.     MefT. 
Rutherford  and  Harris,  having  not  the  fhadow  of  claim  to  any  pq/itive  or 
executive  power,  had  certainly  no  right  to  difmifs   the  whole  company  of 
comedians,  officers,  and  fervants,  at  one  ftroke,  under  an  article  by  which 
the  power  of  difmiffing,  as  well  as  engaging,  is  vefted  in  me.     Turn  the 
tables  for  a  moment,  and  fuppofe  that  /,  on    any  pretencewhatever, 
had  propofed  fo  bold   a  difmiffion,  and  as  the  executive  king  of  Brent- 
ford had  thus  endeavoured  to  realize  the  Roman  emperor's  wifh,  by  cut- 
ting off  all  my  people  with  a  fingle  blow  ;  with  what  propriety  might 
the   two  controuling  monarchs  have  then  exercifed  their  negative  power,  by 
fignifying  their  difapprobation  of  fuch  a  difmijfion!  They  certainly  might 
have  objecled  to  a  difmiffion ;  but  they  certainly   had  no  authority  to  dif- 
mifs.     f  he  ftep  they  now  took  was,  in  effect,  (to  the  manifeft  injury  of 
Mr.  Powell,  myfelf,  and  the  whole  Theatre,  as  well  as  themfelves)  an 
endeavour  to  reftrain  me  ,from  opening  our  doors  -,  a  refo- 
lution  which  they  have  fmce  avowed,  and  which  I  too  truly      "e  Sgate* 
prophefied  in  my  firft  publication. 

At  the  beginning  of  May  Mefl".  Rutherford  and  Harris,    M  ' 

finding  this  fecond  attempt  to  take  the  theatrical  management  in- 
to their  own  hands  as  vain  as  their  former  efforts  of  that  kind  on  the  fecond 
of  November,   at  length   inclined  to  capitulate  ;  and   not    being  able 
to  refcind   the  whole  article,  they  refolved  at  lead  to  endeavour  to  get 
rid  of  a  part  of  it.     To  this  end  they  varied   their  mode  of  operation. 
Mr.  Rutherford  accofted  me  one  evening  at  Ranelagh  ;  but, 
fo  far  from  being  by  accident  preffed  by  the  crowd  clofe  to  me,  he     aTs2s9Lct* 
moft  induftrioufly  fought  me  all  over  the  room,  and  I  was 
the  laft   of  my  party   that  evening  who  knew  that  he  wanted  to  fpeak 
with  me.     It  is  ftrange  that  Mr.  Harris  cannot  deviate  into  truth  about 
matters  of  fo  little  importance. 

D  On 
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On  this  orcnfion  Mr.  Rutherford  declared  that  he  was  afhwied  of 
what  had  pttft  :  that  during  the  laft  fortnigV,  cr.nfu tried  on  their  j  arc 
in  fruitlefly  tampering  with  the  performers,  he  had  forely  experienced 
the  mortilfcations  and  difficulties  incident  to  the  rrunaaement  of  a 
Theatre,  and  picijd  my  fituation  :  that  he  had  heard  I  had  declared, 
That  in  cafe  they  formed  any  engagements  advantageous  to  the  Theatre 
I  would  confirm  them,  which  he  thought  a  manly  proceeding  :  that 
neither  he  nor  Mr.  Harris  wanted  to  be  concerned  in  the  direction  ■,  but 
that  he  thought  it  would  be  more  to  my  credit  to  attach  myfelf  to 
them  than  to  Mr.  Powell  :  and  that,  in  cafe  of  fuch  acoalnion,  we  might 
keep  all  the  actors  in  order,  Mr.  Powell  as  well  as  the  reft. 

After  this  overture  made  on  his  part,   he  faid  he  hoped  that  I  would 
manifeft  a  defire  of  a  fpeedy  accommodation  on   mine,  and   by  a  note 
or  a  meflage  appoint  the  time  and  place  of  another  interview.     I  could 
not  think  of  fuch  an  interview  without  Mr.  Powell's  being  of  the  party; 
to  which  Mr.  Rutherford  contenting,  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Harris  to  that  purpole, 
and  the  four  proprietors  once  more  met  together  the  very  next  evening. 
From  the  firft  part  of  our  converfation,  joined  to  the  behaviour  of  Mr.  Ru- 
therford the  evening  before,  I  began  to  flatter  myfelf  that  the  aufpicious 
moment  was  at  length  arrived  when  our  differences  would  be  adjuLted.    I 
declared,  with  the  utmoft  fincerity,  that  the  moment  they  defilted  from 
ftudied  interruptions,  I  mould,  on  my  part,  not  only  conduct  the  Theatre 
to  the  belt  of  my  abilities  for  the  general  advantage,  but  in  the  minuteft 
points  itudy  to  do  every  thing  agreeable  to  their  wifhes.  An  accommoda- 
tion now  feemed  to  have  taken  place,  but  at  length  their  latent  intention 
difclofed   itfelf.      There  was  one   point  ftill  behind.      They    made  a 
claim  of  figning  the  articles  of  agreement  with  performers, 
p**  et*    That  this  was  not  according  to  the  common  ufage  and  nature 
of  fuch  partner/hip,  the  cafe  of  our  immediate  predeceflbrs 
was  an  obvious  inftance  ;  that  it  was   not  according  to  the 
exprefs  letter  of  our  article,  was  clear  on  the  face  of  that  ar- 
ibid.         tide-,  nor  was  it  even  reconctleable  to  common  fenfe  and  common 
equity,  where  one  particular  partner  was  by  article  invented 
with  the  management  •,    fmce  if  four  had   a  right  to  fign  theie  agree- 
ments, fourteen  or  four  and  twenty,  in  cafe  of  fo  many  equal  proprie- 
tors, might  lay  the  like  claim,  which  would  be  ridiculous,  and  would 
incur  the  very    inconvenience    which    the  article  respecting  the  direc- 
tion was  calculated  to  prevent.     Even   fuppofing  a  breach  of  truft  on 
my  part,   our  article  of  May    14,  1767,  was  fo  ftrong  in  their  favour, 
that  if  I  either  varied  the  terms  of   fuch  agreements,  after  being  pro- 
pofed  to  them,  or  formed  any    contracts    to   which    they  had  jointly 
irgnified  their  difapprobation   in  writing,  their  certain  recovery  of  any 

damages 
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damages  refuking  from  fuch  engagements  would  at  once  be.  my  pu» 
ni(hment  and  their  reparation,  which  muff  effectually  check  or  redrcfs 
ail  injurious  proceedings. 

Alter  much  debate  they  left  me  this  alternative,  either  to  infert  the 
new  claufess  fo  long  in  queftion,  or  to  fuffer  all  the  fcur  proprietors  to 
become  fubferibing  parties  to  the  articles  of  agreement;  which  la-l  pre*, 
pofal  plainly  proved,  that  either  expedient  meant  the  fame  thing. 
;bo  far  from  agreeing  that  the  article  mould  be  fubmitted 
to  counfel  of  only  my  nomination,  fo  jealous  were  they,  that  "a"*,ssiLet' 
they  not  only  excepted  tp  two  mod  eminent  and  refpectable 
gentlemen,  (whom  they  knew  I  had  often  confulted,  and  who  were 
confequently  bed  acquainted  with  thefe  affairs)  but  they  extended  this 
fort  of  proicription  to  all  my  circuit-acquaintance;  infidioufly  mentioning 
at  the  fame  time,  with  an  affected  careleflhefs,  a  gentleman  whom  I 
knew  to  have  been  a  counfel  of  their  own.  Thefe  were  fufpicious  cir- 
cumftances,  and  it  is  no  wonder  therefore  that  I  chofe  to  act  by  advice, 
and  to  take  two  or  three  days  to  confider  of  it. 

The  opinions  I  collected  on  this  matter  were,  that  this  was  only  a 
new  device  to  countenance  an  attempt  to  infringe  the  article  refpec- 
ting  the  management*,  that  when  an  agreement  was  once  approved^  by 
virtue  of  that  article,  the  care  of  entering  into  that  agreement  refted 
wholly  upon  me:  befides  that,  to  perfons  of  fuch  a  completion,  any 
concefiion  of  a  material  and  fundamental  right  muff  be  extremely  dan- 
gerous, the  rancour,  the  fpleen,  the  pride,  the  malice,  the  duplicity, 
the  tyranny  and  oppreffion  of  their  conduct  having  invariably  betrayed 
themielves  throughout  the  whole  feafon. 

From  thefe  juft  and  prudential  motives  I  was  induced  to  abide  by 
my  right,  and  to  keep  ftrictly  to  our  article  ;  nor  indeed  was  it  reafon- 
able  to  expect  that  we  mould  relax  on  our  part,  while  they  on  all  occa- 
fions  fo  rigidly  enforced  their  power  of  controul.  The  only  concefiion 
that  had  ever  been  defired  by  us  was,  by  recurring  to  my  firft  draught, 
to  give  Mr.  Powell  an  equitable  voice  in  the  management  and  difpofal  of 
our  common  property ;  and  at  the  bare  mention  of  fuch  a  propofal, 
(although  the  point  was  immediately  given  up,  on  their  objection  to  it,) 
they  had  taken  very  great  offence. 

The  reader  being  now  made  acquainted  with  the  true  ft  ate  of  the  hif- 
tory  of  the  engagement  of  the  performers,  will  not  be  furprifed  that 
dnring  thefe  tranfaclions  they  heard  nothing  from  me  relative  to  the  .  • 

adjujlment  of  affairs  for  the  enfuing  feafon.     The  truth  is,  that  Let.  p.  3», 
they  had  been  endeavouring,  in  open  defiance  of  all  compact, 
to  adjuft  thoie  affairs  themfelves.     They   knew  therefore  it       Ibid- 

.:s  wholly  owing  to  thentfelves  that  they  bad  not  received  an  an-    . 

C  2  fwer 
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fwerfooner.  What  then  can  be  thought  of  men,  who,  after  a  vain  ef- 
fort to  prevail  on  me  to  refcind  a  part  of  our  article,  preceded  by  an 
attempt  to  overthrow  the  whole,  an  attempt  notorious  to  the  whole 
Theatre,  could  pretend,  in  their  Letter  of  May  ly,  that  to  keep 
Hams  s  Let.  ^em  jQ  p£rfeclly  ignorant  of  my  tranfaclions  could  not  be  deemed 
cenftjient  with  honour,  equity,  or  honejly  ?  From  the  2  7th  of  April, 
their  own  tranfaclions  had  engrofled  their  attention.  If  I  would  not  be- 
come a  mere  nominal  diretlor  of  the  Theatre,  and  allow  them  to  pre- 
fcribe  as  well  as  controul;  if  I  would  not,  with  no  more  than  equal  pro- 
fit, take  all  the  trouble,  and  refign  all  the  power  ;  they  were  refolved 
to  feize  the  management  themfelves.  The  integrity  of  the  performers, 
officers,  and  fervants  of  the  Theatre,  on  this  occafion,  does  them  An- 
gular honour  :  Neither  threats  nor  promifes  could  induce  them  to  com- 
bine to  rob  me  of  my  rights.  It  was  neceffary  they  mould  be  employ- 
ed; but  they  refolved,  provided  I  would  enter  into  agreements  with 
them,  towithftand  all  the  foilicitations  of  Me iT.  Rutherford  and  Harris. 
I  made  no  fcruple,  therefore,  and  I  think  it  was  the  duty  of  my  ftation, 
to  keep  together  a  company  of  performers,  who  have  already  been  fo 
well  received,  and  who  hope  ftill  to  experience  the  favour  of  the 
Publick. 

Not  being  very  follicitous  to  fquare  my  actions  to  Meff.  Rutherford 
and  Harris's  theory  of  honour,  equity,  or  honefiy,  if  1  had  not  nearly 
finifhed  a  very  long  letter  to  them  on  the  affairs  of  the  Theatre,  I  mould 
not  (after  this  laft  infult  of  their's  of  May  17)  have  taken  the  trouble  of 
writing  to  them  at  all.  This  I  gave  them  to  underftand,  when  I  tranf- 
mitted  it  to  them  a  day  or  two  afterwards,  informing  them,  moreover, 
that  any  future  intelligence  of  my  conduct  and  meafures  (hould  be  com- 
municated to  them  by  the  Prompter,  Treafurer,  or  fome  other  offi- 
cer of  the  Theatre,  according  as  1  mould  find  it  rcquifite  occafionally 
to  direct. 

.  This  Letter,  fays  Mr.  Harris,  was  filled  with  falfe  facls, 

rp^35'  '  faVe  reafon*ng*  and  falfe  fuggefiions.  Thole  fa bis,  that  reafon- 
ing,  and  thofe  fuggejlions,  which  he  wifhed  to  conceal  from 
the  world,  now  appear  before,  it  in  this  Pamphlet.  They  are  true  ;  they 
are  capable  of  the  cleared  proof;  the  tranfactions  are  recent;  a  cloud 
of  witneffes,  men  of  the  moil  unqueftionable  integrity,  can  confirm  my 
account  of  them  •,  and  their  truth  will,  I  doubt  not,  cover  the  falfhoods 
of  T.  Harris  with  confufion. 

M  It  has  been  a  conftant  cuftom  with  our  two  young  gen- 

tlemen, on  every  new  rupture,  to  dip  their  pens  in  gall,  and 
to  fend  letters  to  Mr.  Powell  and  me  overflowing  with  icuiriltty  and  in- 
vective.   Mr.  Powell  had  very  lately  been  favoured  with  one  of  theft 

epiftles 
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epiftles  relative  to  his  concerns  at  Briftol.  Mr.  Harris  has  thought  pro- 
per to  publifh  it  •,  but  nobody  who  reads  the  letter  will  give  the  leaft 
credit  to  the  declaration  annexed  to  it,  that  they  had  no  dejign  to  revoke 
the  confent  they  had  pajfdfor  his  going  to  BriJioL  y 

On  the  receipt  of  my  letter  (which  before  it  was  fent  I  had  commu- 
nicated to  feveral  friends,  who  thought  it  written  in  the  moft  cool,  de- 
cent, and  difpaflionate  terms)  they  again  had  recourfe  to  their  pen  and 
ink,  not  only  threatening  me  in  one  letter  with  a  publick  anfwer,  but 
writing  another  to  Mr.  Powell,  wherein  they  fpoke  both  of  me  and  the 
letter  in  the  moft  fcandalous  terms.     It  has  been  their  conftant  endea- 
vour to  fet  Mr.  Powell  and  me  at  variance,  and  many  poor  efforts  of 
that  kind  appear  in  the  late  Letter  of  T.  Harris,  particu- 
larly in  that  part  of  it  now  under  examination.     The  day  of    T^6*  ??' 
its  appearance  I  wrote  two  or  three  lines  to  Mr.  Powell,  af- 
furing  him  it  had  not  made  the  leaft  impreffion  on  me,  though  he  had 
never  communicated  to  me  Mr.  Harris's  letter  of  the  24th  of 
May.     I  have  juft  received  an  anfwer  from  Mr.  Powell,  in        *p' 3i 
which  are  the  following  paffages.     They  contain  a  full  confutation  and 
able  direction  of  T.  Harris,  and  give  an  account  of  his  own     Ib      „6 
conduct  entirely  confonant  to  his  letter  of  the  21ft  of  May, 
which,    notwithstanding  Mr.   Harris's  affertion  to   the  contrary,  was 
written  without  the  leaft  confultation  between  us,  and  during  my  ab- 
fence  from  London. 

"  In  regard  to  the  letter,  you  fay,  I  did  not  communicate  to  you,  it  was  thus. 
You  muft  remember,  I  told  you  I  had  been  at  Harris's  houfe  one  morning,  and 
that  he  and  Rutherford  had  ufed  every  fhameful  argument  to  perfuade  me  to  join 
them,  and  every  fcandalous  abufe  againft  you,  and  how  much  they  would  do  to 
oblige  and  ferve  me,  would  I  defert  you  and  fide  with  them:  that  feveral  of  the 
firft  people  of  fafhion  had  perfuaded  them  to  ufe  force  and  every  method  to  difpoffefs 
fo  objiinate  a  man  as  you  ivere,  and  how  much  it  would  redound  to  my  honour  and 
credit  with  all  thofe  great  people,  and,  in  fhort,  with  the  whole  public,  if  I  would 
defert  you  and  join  them.  At  this  meeting  too  Harris  faid,  however  he  might  be 
difpofed  to  part  with  his  fhare,  he  was  then  determined  to  keep  it,  if  for  no  other 
reafon  than  to  plague  and  perplex  you  (with  much  abufive  language) ;  that,  by  all 
that  was  facred,  you  jhould  neither  eat  nor  Jleep  in  comfort;  that  he  would  haunt  you 
by  letters  at  morn,  at  noon,  and  night,  till  he  had  teaz'd  you  out  of  the  theatre ; 
and,  as  I  remember  perfectly  well,  fat  down  on  a  fopha,  and  concluded  all  his 
bitter  exclamations  againft  you  with  thefe  words,  "  G — d  d — n  his  bloody  I'll 
*c  teaze  him  till  he  is  weary  of  his  life,  and  then,  like  Job,  hellcurfe  his  God  and  die.,x 
On  this  I  faid,  I  was  well  latisfied  with  your  conduct,  that  I  was  fure  you  were  a 
perfcttly  honeft  man,  that  I  mould  never  think  my  fortune  fafe  but  in  your  hands, 
as  it  was,  and  that  I  fhould  fink  or  fwim  with  you.  I  lefc  them  in  this  manner* 
The  moment  I  faw  you,  I  told  you  in  fome  part  what  had  paft,  and  you  then  told 
me,  in  what  manner  Rutherford  attacked  you  at  Ranelagh,  to  difengage  yourfelf 
from  me,  and  from  that  moment  J  determined  that  I  never  would,  nor  I  never 

have 
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have,  nor  ever  will  fpeak  to,  or  take  notice,  or  hold  converfe  with  either  of  them. 
1  he  very  next  day  after  this  you  went  to  Richmond — Benfley  happened  to  be 
with  mc  in  my  parlour,  when  that  letter  was  brought  mej  it  was  left  at  the  door, 
and  the  man  faid  it  did  not  require  an  anfwer.  I  opened  it,  and  itfhock'd  me  very 
much.  1  gave  it  to  Benfley,  who  read  it,  and  I  told  him  what  had  pafh  H 
it  would  be  quite  wrong  to  ih-ew  it  you  ;  that,  as  I  had  taken  a  refoiution  to  have 
nothing  more  to  fay  or  do  with  them  whatever,  he  advifed  me  to  burn  the  letter, 
and  take  no  notice  of  it  to  you,  as  he  thought  it  would  make  you  uneafy.  1  put 
it  in  the  fire,  before  his  face,  and  never  fince  have  taken  the  leaft  notice  of  either, 
but  with  the  contempt  you  have  been  witnefs  to.  As  to  the  converfation  they 
qmote  of  mine  with  them  at  that  meeting,  it  is  a  falfhood^  a  mofl  infamous  faljhi'jd  y 
for  every  fyllable  of  mine  tended  to  prove  to  them  my  love  and  regard  for  you,  and 
to  convince  them  it  was  not  in  any  man's  power  whatever  to  draw  me  from  the 
fide'  of  a  man  I  honoured,  efteemed,  and  loved,  and  in  whom  I  placed  the  un- 
bounded confidence  of  my  future  fortunes  and  happinefs,  and  which,  my  dear 
friend,  I  (hall  ever  continue  to  do." 

In  my  letter  I  had  informed  them,  that  I  mould  direct  our  attorney, 
Mr.  Hutchinfon,  to  fend  them  an  account  of  the  engagements  I  had 
made :  from   which   Mr.  Harris,  though  complaining  of  his  ignorance 
of  my  tranf.clions,  took  occafion  to  fend  Mr.  Hutchinlon  a  letter,  filled, 
as  ufual,  with  falfe  f aft s,  falfe  reafoning,  and  falfe  fuggejl ions,  cloathed  in 
the  mod  abufive  language,  absolutely  refuling  to  receive  any  fuch  ac- 
count, and  di [miffing  Mr.  Hutchinfon  from  his  employment  as  attorney 
to  the.  Theatre.     Nothing  worth  notice  occurred  between  this  and 
Let.  p?  38.   the  clofingthefeafon-,  doled,  it  is  true,  with  Cymbclne,  and  to 
a  very  good  houfe  for  the  beginning  of  June.     The  fneers 
ibid.        concerning  orders,  and  my  new  cccajional  prologue,  throw  no 

contempt  on  any  perfon  but  T.  Harris. 
The  feafon  clofed  on  Saturday  the  4th  of  June.     On  the  Monday  fol- 
lowing Mr.  Harris  came  to  the  Trealurer's  office,  and  took  upon  him- 
felf,  in  his  own   and  Mr.  Rutherford's  name,  to  difmifs  Mr.  Garton, 
who  had  given  fecurity  in  a  bond  of  5000/.  to  the  four  proprietors, 
p^:        Mr.  Harris  ordered  him,  however,  to  meet  them  at  the  Theatre 
on  the  10th  of  June  (the  Friday  following)  in  order  that  t bey 
might  examine  his  accounts.     Before  Mr.  Harris  quitted  the  Theatre,  he 
made  particular  enquiries  concerning  the  apartments  in  Mr.  Sarjant's 
houfe.      Mr.   Sarjant  himfelf,  it  feems,  was  not  at   home,  but  orders 
were  left  for  his  due  attendance  on  the  Friday  following.     The  ward- 
robe-keepers alio  received  the  like  orders. 
june  From  thele  circumftances,  as  well  as  from  feme  intimations 

given  me  of  their  declared  intentions  by  Mr.  Powell,  I  had 
now  little  reafon  to  doubt  of  their  purpofe  to  difpofiels  all  the  perfons, 
acting  under  my  direction,  of  the  Theatre  by  force.  To  proteft  againlt 
fuch  violence,  I  defired  an  attorney  likewife  to  attend.     He  accord- 
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ingly  did  ;  but  not  being  witnefs  to  their  proceedings  that 
day  with  Mr.  Garton,  the  firft  intelligence  T  received  of  them     ^une  10* 
was  from  Mr.  Garton  himfelf,  who  came  immediately  to  my  hou  e,  and 
informed  me  that  McfT.  Rutherford  and  Harris  had,  in  fp:te  of  hs  re- 
fiftance,  (though  Mr.  Harris  arTerts  there  was  none)  taken 
away  from  him  the  Journal  and  Ledger  of  the  Theatre  by  Ha™s,s  Let- 
force.      The   threatened   outrages  being   now  actually  com- 
menced, I  ran  to  the  Play-houfe,   whrre  I  found  MefT.  Rutherford  and 
Harris,  and,  in  the  prefence  of  Mr.  Garton  and  the  gentleman  w[V-m 
I  had  defired  to  attend,  demanded  the  reafon  of  their  conduct  to  Mr. 
Garton.     Mr.  Harris,  knowing  the  gentleman  attending  to  be   an  at- 
torney, refuled  to  give  me  an  anfwer  :   whereupon  I  left  them  for  a  ie.v 
moments,  and  difmifled  both  the  wardrobe-keepers.     I  fairly  told  them 
what  I  had  done,  aligning  their  violence  in  the  treafury,  which  belpuke 
like  defigns  upon  the  wardrobe,  as  my  realbn  for  it.     Mr.  Harris  then 
fet  his  foot  againft  the  wardrobe-door,  which  being  very  (lightly  fatten- 
ed, flew  open.     Mr.  Harris  walked  in,  walked  out,  caufed  the  door  to 
be  padlocked,  and  departed.     For  the  degree  of  credit  due  to  T.  Har- 
ris, when  he  fays  I  attacked  him  in  terms  the  mofi  fcandalous  and    ^ 
provoking^  I  appeal  to  Mr.  Garton  and  the  gentleman  who  at- 
tended. 

Flufhed  with  thefe  exploits,  and  the  promife  of  fuccefs  in  their  endea- 
voufs  to  throw  their  own  and  our  affairs  into  confufion,   they  went  im- 
mediately  to  Mr.  Durant,  who   had  joined   in  Mr.  Garton's  bond  of 
fecurity  to  all  the  proprietors.     That  gentleman,  1  believe,  entertained 
too  tFue  a  fenfe  of  their  conduct,   to  give  them  any  hopes  of  his  appro- 
bation of  it :   nor  can  I  conceive  by   what  argument  Mr.  Harris  m^ans 
to  prove  that  fuch  a  procedure  can   be  deemed  confident  with 
honour,  equity,  or  honejiy.     The  accounts  are  not  yet  doled,  Har"ssLet« 
and  till  they  are  duly  made  up,  the  books  are  the  undoubted 
property  of  the  Treafurer,  as  well  as  the  vouchers  of  his  integrity,   for 
which  fo  large  a  fecurity  has  been  given.     Was  it  in  charac- 
ter for  men  who  thought  it  highly  neceffary  to  look  minutely  into  Harr,ssLet« 
the  accounts,  to  offer  tofign  a  general  releafe  before  they  had        j^id 
looked  into  them  at   all  ?  Muft  not   Mr.  Durant  and  Mr. 
Garton  think  fuch  areleafe  from  Powell  and  Colman  neceffary       Ibid. 
for  their  fafeiy,  as  well   as  from  Rutherford  and  Harris  ?  Can  Powell 
and  Colman  give  fuch  a  releafe,    or  the  detention  of  the  books  be  of 
no  concern  to    Mr.  Garton  without  one,  while  Mr.  Harris  perfilfs  to 
keep  his  partners  fo  perfectly  ignorant  of  the   ftate  of  their  accounts  ? 
If  Meff.  Rutherford  and  Harris  had  really  a  right  to  become        Ibid 
their  own  treafurer s,  would  they  have  aright  to  become  our 

treafurer* 
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treafurers  alfo  in  fpite  of  our  teeth  ?  or  could  we  poffibly 
Ibrd.  think  our  property  fo  safe,  fhould  the  cuftody  of  it  be  trans- 
ferred, forcibly  transferred,  from  Mr.  Garton  to  Mefl".  Rutherford  and 
Harris  ?  As  to  the  firft  of  thofe  gentlemen,  his  own  Bankers  have  re- 
peatedly refufed  payment  of  his  draughts  in  favour  of  Mr.  Garton,  for 
money  advanced  from  out  of  his  own  private  purfe,  to  the  amount  of 
250  /.  value  received.  They  pleaded  indeed  at  firft  Mr.  Rutherhrd's 
order  to  pay  none  of  his  draughts*  but  afterwards  acknowledged  fuch  an 
order  to  be  needlefs.  We  could  not  therefore  entertain  a  very  flattering 
idea  of  the  fecurity  of  our  property  in  fuch  a  fituation.  Mr.  Harris  not 
only  retains  our  journal  and  ledger  (the  accounts  not  yec  doled)  in  his 
hands,  but,  according  to  the  beft  calculation  that  can  be  made,  fix  or 
feven  hundred  pounds  more  than  will  be  due  to  him  on  his  dividend 

from  the  profits  ofthefeafon.  The  [fuppofed]  balance  of  the 
HarnssLet.    cajb-book  ieing  fo   exceedingly  finally  it  is  incumbent  on  us   as 

well  as  them  /o  examine  very  carefully  into  the  di/burfements. 
Mr.  Harris,  however,  not  only  avowedly  detains  the  books,  and  delays 
to  repay  the  monies  he  has  over-drawn,  but  alfo  impounds  other  fums 
of  money  due  only  to  the  tradefmen  and  his  fellow-proprietors ;  and 
of  which  he  cann<it  himfelf  juftly  claim  a  fingle  milling  :  and  all  this  he 
does  under  no  other  pretence  than  becaufe  Mr.  Powell  and  I  will  not 

concur  in   his  and    Mr.  Rutherford's   arbitrarily   and    ille- 
ibd  P  4°       8a^y   difpoffeffing  Mr.  Garton  of  the  power  of  ailing  as  our 
"4"     Treafurer,  and  agree  to  authorize  either  of  theim  to  difpofe 
of  as  many  India  bonds  as  may  be  neceffary.  . 

The  Publick  have  already  been  acquainted,  that,  '*  in  or- 

Tpiei7tatC>  "  ^er  t0  cornP^ete  our  purchafe,  the  fum  of  fifteen  thoufand 

"  pounds  was  borrowed,  viz.  fix  thoufand  for  Mr.  Ruther- 

"  ford,  five  for  Mr.  Colman,  and  four  for  Mr.  Powell;  for  fecuring 

"  which  fum  of  fifteen  thoufand  pounds  the  three  fourth  (hares  of  Mefl. 

**  Rutherford,   Harris,    and  Colman,    were  mortgaged,    Mr.   Powell 

"  having  made  over  the  firft  claim  on  the  whole  of  his  fhare."     By  the 

inftrument  of  March  ^1,   1767,  published  by  T.  Harris,  it  appears, 

that  in  cafe  Colman  and  Powell,  cr  either  of  them ',  fhould  not*  on 

Har™s*Let-   the  fir jl  of  July  following,  be  prepared  with  the  whole  of  his  or 

their  proportion  of  the  pur  chafe-money,  Harris  and  Rutherford 

fhould  jointly  and  equally  advance  and  pay  for  him  or  them,  fo  much  money  as . 

fhould  be  the  deficiency  of  Colman  and  Powell,  or  either  of  them,  fo  that  the 

fum  they  rcfpefiively  paid  down  was  not  lefs  than  ten  thoufand  pounds.     This 

agreement  conveys  at  firft  fight  a  wonderful  idea  of  the  property  of 

Mefl*.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  who  could  advance,  independant  of  all 

foreign  aJMance,  by  means  of  money  advanced  on  the  fecurity  of  the 

Patent, 
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Patent,  or  otherwife,  the  fum  of  forty   thousand  pounds!      How 
far  thefe  ideas  were  verified  at  the  time  of  the  purchafe,  may  be  judged 
from  the  date  of  the  above-mentioned   mortgage;  whereby  Mr.  Ru- 
therford, one  of  the  fuppofed  ajjijlant -parties,  was  himfelf  to  borrow 
the  fum  of  fix  thoufand pounds ,  and  railed,  independent  of  the  patent 
fecurity,  a  thoufand  pounds  lefs  than  Mr.  Colman,  one  of  the  parties 
he  had  bound  himfelf  to  affift,  who  alfo  became  joint  fecurity  for  Mr. 
Powell.     This  idea  of  their  great  property,  and  our  extreme  poverty, 
was  endeavoured  to  be  more  ftrongly  imprefTed  by  MefT.  Rutherford  and 
Harris  in  their  Slaughters  Coffee-houfe  Narrative,  where  it  is 
ftated  that  Colman  and  Powell  were  deficient  in  their  proportion  True  State, 
cf  the  purchafe-money  9000/.  whereupon  the  fum  was  borrowed, 
and  Harris  and  Rutherford  were  securities  for  Colman  and 
Powell.     If  they  were  afhamed  of  owning  the  truefiate  of  the  cafe  in 
this  infhnce,  how  will  they  ever  pardon  my  informing  the  world  that, 
on  laftMidfummer-day,  they  failed  in  the  payment  of  2150/.  their  pro- 
portion of  5000/.  and   intereft   then  due  on  that  mortgage  ?     As  to 
poor  Powell  and  myfelf  (though  Harris  and  Rutherford  had  impounded 
at  the  bankers  our  money  juftly  due,  on  purpofe  to  diftrefs  us)  we  paid 
down  3225/.  our  proportion  of  that  payment.     Colman,  however,  to 
his  great  misfortune,  is  refponfible  for  the  payment  of  the  proportion 
due  from   Rutherford  and  Harris ;  and  all  the  fecurity  they   have  yec 
given  him,  is  the  breaking  open  the  Theatre,  and  carrying  off  feveral 
thoufand  pounds  worth  of  the  joint  property  of  the  four  patentees, 
which  they  have,  as  T.  Harris  pretends,  fent  down  to  his 
houfe  in  Surry-Street.     Mr.  Rutherford  is  fince  gone  abroad  -,  Ha™^  Let* 
and,  after  thefe  occurrences,  we  leave  the  world  to  judge  how 
far  our  monied  property  would  be*  safe  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Harris, 
the  other  would-be  comptroller  of  the  treafury,  who  (till  remains  here. 
Should  he  too  be  difpofed  to  travel,  upon  which  of  thefe  young  gentle- 
men mud  Powell  and  Colman  draw  for  their  money  ?   It  is  doubtful 
whether  a  bill  of  Middlefcx,  any  more  than  a  chicf-juftice's  warrant, 
would  extend  to  France  or  the  Netherlands. 

MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  before  they  left  the  Theatre 
on  Friday  the  ioth  of  June,  took  a  particular  furvey  of  Mr.  ^u"g5°" 
Sarjant's  houfe,  and  dropped  fome  hints  of  fending  proper 
perfons  to  lodge  in  it.  Their  intentions  of  difpoflefling  all  the  old  fer- 
vants  of  the  Theatre,  in  order  to  introduce  an  entire  new  fct  of  their 
own,  now  grew  every  inftant  more  and  more  apparent.  They  had  al- 
ready plundered  the  treafury,  and  made  inroads  on  the  wardrobe. 
Mr.  Sarjant's  houfe  was  a  principal  fort  of  government,  and  a  key  to 
the  whole  Theatre.    The  moment  they  became  fole  mailers  of  that,  I 
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expected  to  hear  it  publickly  avowed,  that  they  had  formed  a  feparate 
company  of  performers.  A  perfon  much  in  their  councils  had  very 
lately  told  me,  that  they  thought  of  engaging  certain  actors  from  lre- 
. .  .  land  •,  and  in  their  converfation  with  Mr.  PoweJl  upon  my 
laft  letter,  they  had  avowed  their  intentions  of  feizing  the  ma- 
nagement by  force \  defiring  him  to  put  himielfat  the  head  of  their 
troops,  and  afluring  him  that  the  majority  of  the  performers,  although 
under  engagements,  would  revolt  from  me,  and  aft  under  them* 
Every  thi:?g,  they  faid,  was  ripe  for  action  •,  and  they  even  prefiTed  him; 
though. to  no  purpofe,  to  fufTer  them  to  fubmit  to  him  their  plan  of 
operations  for  the  campaign  of  the  enfuing  feafon. 

It  was  for  thefe  reafons  that  the  officers  of  the  Theatre,  as 
^*n^j1*"  well  as  the  performers,  were  engaged  under  articles.  By  the 
written  notices  from  Mtrff.  Rutherford  and  Harris  of  February 
25,  and  their  manifefto  of  April  27,  they  had  arbitrarily  and  illegally 
attempted  to  difmifs  every  perfon  belonging  to  the  Theatre.  I  meant  to 
retain  them.  Mr.  Sarjant,  however,  on  whom  they  were  now  medi- 
tating an  attack,  being  infirm  and  in  years,  it  was  thought  proper  to 
give  hinvaffiftants  to  protect  the  poffeffion  he  maintained  for  us,  as  he* 
had  done  for  our  predeceflbrs,  on  behalf  of  all  the  proprietors.  Nei- 
ther Sarjant  nor  his  affiftants  were  authorifed  or  empowered  to  exclude 
the  proprietors  themfelves ;  and  even  thefe  precautions  would  not  have? 
been-  taken,  had  not  the  threatened  outrages,  already  commenced, 
rendered  them  abfolutely  necefiary  for  the  prelervation  of  our  rights  and 
property  in  the  Theatre.  It  was  determined,- in  fuch  extremities,  to 
ufe  every  method  for  the  just  and  legal- defence  cfit,  rather 


Harris's  Let. 

The  event  immediately  juftified  the  truth  of  my 'fuipicions, 


;s*-t-    fjjan  tamely  to  refign  my  right  to  the  conduct  of  it  to  any- 
defigning  and  info  lent  intruder.  jH  bn&  ?fmH 


j?!/1'        anc^  manlfefted  the  neceffity  of  the  mealure :  for  the  affiftants- 
ofSarjant  had  fcarce  received  their  appointments,  when  on  Sa-^ 
turday  the  1  ith  of  June,  the  very  day-  of;  their  dste,  MefT. 
Letr^lc.     Rutherford   and  Harris   entered  the  Theatre  (though  Ti 
Harris  would  feem  to  convey  the  idea  of  exclufion)  and  brought 
with  them-  one  Furkins,  formerly  fervant  to  Mr.  Harris,  and  whom  I- 
had,  at   his  inftance,    appointed   one   of  our    box-keepers.     Furkins, 
they  faid,  muft  remain  in  the  houfe,  lie  there,  and  keep  poMeffion  of  ic 
fqr  them :  whereupon  they  were  made  acquainted  with  the  precautions 
I  had  taken  ro  protect  Mr.  Sarjant  in   his   pofTeflion.     They  faid,  if  I> 
objected  to  one  man,  they  would  have  ten,  and  that  they  would  return' 
with  them  that  very  evening.     They  then  departed,  and  Furkins  fooa 
followed  them. 

Apprifed 
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Apprifed  of  thefe  proceedings,  which  Mr.  Harris,  in  his 
pamphlet,  has  fo  cautionjly  fuppreffd,  and  juftly  alarmed  at  the      ^e6  "• 
increafmg  danger  of  our  property,  which  Teemed  to  be  deitined 
for  a  facrifice  to  malice  and  refentment;  I  ordered  the  itaae-door  to  be 
fhut  up,   leaving  no  ingrefs,  except   through   Mr.   Powell's 
hcufe  in  the  Piazza,  in  which  there  is  a  door  which  communi-       i IS  s6Let' 
cates  with  the  'Theatre.     Many  of  my  friends  were  acquainted 
v/ith  this  ftep,  and  confeffed  the  melancholy  necellity  for  it,  the  mo- 
ment it  was  taken  •,  and  the  gentlemen  of  the  Beef-Steak  Society,  who 
dined  at  the   Theatre  that  very   day,  were  witneffes  of  my  diftrefsful 
fituation,  and  went  out  through  the  houfe  of  Mr.  Powell. 

The  next  day,  Sunday  June  12,  (for  they  did  not  keep        -ne 
their  promife  ot  returning  that  evening)  they  were  informed 
by  Mr.  Sarjant  junior  of  the  directions  I  had  given.     On  the  Mon- 
day morning,    however,    they  fent  Furkins  again  to  make  a  formal 
demand  of  entrance  at   the  ftage-door.       He   was  refufed.      About 
noon  Meff.   Harris  and  Rutherford  came  themfelves,  and 
fent  Mr,  Sarjant  junior  for  the  keys  of  the  Theatre.     I  re-  Ha™s'^Let. 
turned  my  compliments,  and  that  they  might  go  into  the 
Theatre,  whenever  they    pleafed,  through  the  houfe  of  Mr.   Powell. 
So  far  from   being  averfe  to  enter  their  own  premifes  through  another 
marts  houfe,  or  aware  of  my  litigious  difpqfition,  they  abfolute-        Ibid 
ly  determined  to  go  into  the  Theatre  through  the  houfe  of  Mr. 
Powell,  together  with  two  gentlemen  who  accompanied   them.     Mr. 
Sarjant  junior  informed  them,  according  to  my  directions  given  for  the 
above-mentioned  reafons,  that   they  alone  would  be  admitted.     They 
took  down  this  anfwer  in  writing,  and  retired.     The  two  gentlemen  can 
teftify  their  non-admittance,  and  they  now  know  the  caufeof  it. 

MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford  now  finding  that  their  pro-        -e> 
jected  revolution  in  our  date  could  not  take  place  fo  filently 
as  that  in  the  Rehearfal,  refolved  upon   more  vigorous  mea- 
fures.     The  time  between  this   event  and  Friday  morning  they  Harns's^Let' 
poffed  thus.     Mr.  Rutherford  bargained  with  Sawney  Mac- 
gregory,  a  Serjeant  in  the  third  regiment  of  Guards,  to  provide  him  a 
detachment  of  ftout  fellows  to  execute  an  enterprize  of  fpirit.  Mr.  Harris 
engaged  his  friend  Mr.  Hyde,  the  Carpenter,  to  procure  a  number  of 
ruffians  armed   with  oaken    towels,   axes,    iron-crows,  and 
(ledge-hammers.     Accordingly,  on  the  ijtbofjune,  about  fix  Harrs+S7^et* 
o'clock,  (a  pretty  decent  time  of  the  morning!)  Mr.  Harris, 
attended  by  two  witneffes,  again  demanded  admittance  for  himfelf  and  Mr. 
Rutherford,  at   Mr,  Sarjant*s  door.     Mr,  Sarjant  was  not  ftirring,  and 

E  2  a  watch. 
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a  watchman  (who  is  conftantly  retained  for  the  prefervation  of  the 
Theatre)  anfwered  from  within,  that  they  could  only  be  admitted  through 
Mr.  Powell's  houie  in  the  Piazza.  They  had  begun  their  operations 
of  that  morning,  by  caufing  a  padlock  to  be  put  on  Mr.  Powell's 
ftreet-door :  wherefore  T.  Harris  came  to  the  play-houfe  door,  in  Hart- 
ftreet,  where  Mr.  Rutherford  was  waiting  for  him,  attended  by  the  troop, 
whom  T.  Harris  is  pleafed  to  call  fervants,  viz.  Sawney  Macgregory's 
foldiers  out  of  their  regimentals, (an  army  in  difguife)  Mr.  Hyde's  journey- 
men, and,  as  I  am  told,  fome  common  hired  ruffians  from  Exeter-ftreet. 
Thele  fervants  being  ordered  to  open  a  window,  as  the  gentle  T.  Harris 
expreflcs  it,  by  the  application  of  their  (ledge- hammers  and  iron-crows 
broke  the  outfide-m  utters,  fmafhed  the  window,  forced  the  in  fide  faft- 
enings,  and  found  themfelves  in  lefs  than  two  minutes  in  one  of  the 
dreffrng-rooms,  the  door  of  which  they  likewife  burft  open.  One  of  the 
people  in  the  Theatre  had  by  this  time  reached  the  place.  He  offered 
no  refiftance  to  MefT.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  but  Oppofed  the  entrance 
of  the  banditti  that  accompanied  them  ;  whereupon  he  was  knocked 
down,  and  very  narrowly  efcaped  being  murdered.  The  ftage  was  co- 
vered with  people  in  an  inftant.  The  new-comers  turn- 
^JTm.  ec^  tne  °ld  tenants  out  °f  doors ;  or,  as  I  mould  fay,  put 
them  gently  out  of  the  window. 

From  this  moment  all  bufinefs,  then  carrying  on  to  the 
June.  i7.      emolument  of  all  the  joint  proprietors,  was  fufpended.  Emery, 
arp.Si.et*    however,   the  mafter-carpenter  to   the  Theatre,  coming  to   his 
work,  as  ufual,  at  that  inftant,   the  new  directors  gracioufly 
. . ,         ordered  him  to  be  let  in.     What  is  afTeried  by  T.  Harris  con- 
p.  48.        cerning  my  compelling  Emery  to  fign  an  article,  Emery  hi mfelf 
abfolutely  denies.     Seeing  them  full  of  exultation  at  their 
fkill  in  houfe-breaking,  he  told  them  no  fecurities  could  withftand  iron- 
6        crows,   axes,  and    fledge-hammers  j  but  that  he  thought  it 
a  firangc  undertaking. 
MefT.  Rutherford  and  Harris  have  a  very  new  and  peculiar  method 
of  proving  a  fact  ;  a  method  which  they   have  uniformly  purfued  ever 
fince  Mr.  Powell  and  I  had  the  honour  of  their  acquaintance.     They 
fit  down,  and  write  you  a  letter,  in  which   they  afTert,  that  you  know 
fuch  and  fuch  things  to  be  true,    relating  them  at  the  fame  time  in  di- 
rect  contradiction  to  the   real  Hate  of  the  cafe  •,  by  which  ingenious 
device  they  expect  to  overthrow  all  other  teftimony,  and  to  be  believed 
on  the  forged  evidence  of  their  own  letters.     This  was  their  practice  on 
the  prefent  oceafion.     Having  broken  into  the  play-houfe,  and  expelled 
Sarjanr,  with   all  the  other  old  fervants  of  the  Theatre,  on 
H:i,pS48iet'    the  fame  day  they  Jerk  me  a  letter  from  the  Theatre ',  wherein 

they 
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they  pretended    to   have    been  informed  cf  Mr.    Powell's   having   con- 
veyed   A    CONSIDERABLE    PART    OF    THE  WARDROBE  from  OUt  of  the  pcf- 

feffion  of  the  proper  officer ;  and  carried  the  fame  to  Brijlol;  and  that,  greatly 
alarmed  at  this  information,  and  determined  to  make  the    earliest 
enquiry  into  the  truth  of  it,  they  had  fcr  that  purpofe,  on  the -pre- 
ceding Monday,  ordered  their  fervant  to  go  to  the  Theatre,  and  attend  Jor 
their  coming.     Now  the  real  truth  is,   that  they  had  made  an  earlier  en- 
quiry into  the  truth  of  it.     The  women's  wardrobe-keeper  had 
told  them  (and  would  willingly  fwear  it)  that  Mr.  Powell  had  .Harns'sLct« 
taken  no  cloaths  from  the  women's  wardrobe  :  and  the  men's 
wardrobe-keeper  had  fhewn  them  an  inventory  of  what  Mr.  Powell  had 
taken  from  that  wardrobe.     Their  previous  knowledge  of  this  circum- 
ftance  is  one  of  the  main  points  proved  by  "Whitfield's  affidavit :   though. . 
T.  Harris,  for  obvious  reafons,  has  pad  it  over  in  filence. 

What  then  .mail  we  fay  to  a  man  who  pretends  to  have 
discovered  that  many  things  were  taken  away  by  Mr.  Powell,  HaT^ls5^- 
hit  that  what  in  the  whole  might  be  wanting  it  was  impoffble 
for  them  to  af certain  ? 

The  world,  however,  agrees  that,  being  unhappily  connected  with 
two  fuch  partners  as  Mefirs.  Rutherford  and  Harris,  it  was  wrong  in 
Mr.  Powell,  whatever  extraordinary  indulgence  he  might  claim  as  a 
proprietor,  to  take  three  or  four  fuits  to  Briftol;  and  wrong  jn  me  who, 
as  director,  had  the  care  of  that  property,  however  ufual  and  cuftomary 
fuch  a  practice  might  be,  to  confent  to  it.  It  was  wrong.  We  agree 
with  the  world  j  but  mould  be  more  fenfibly  mortified  by  their  cenfure 
on  this  occafion,  if  it  fell  fo  heavily  upon  ourfelves  as  on  Meffrs.  Ru- 
therford and  Harris.  The  world  was  apprized  of  the  tyranny  and 
oppreffion,  the  rancour  and  malevolence  of  our  afibciates.  We  were 
condemned,  therefore,  for  giving  fuch  men  a  handle;  of  which,  how- 
ever dirty,  they  would  not  fail  to  take  hold. 

So  far  were  they  from  previoufly  confulting  andadvijing  with 
fever al  gentlemen  of  great  eminence  in  all  departments  of  the  law 
concerning  this  traniaction,  thatnofooner  had  theyieized  the 
theatre,  expelled  our  common  fervants,  ftripped  the  wardrobe,  and 
carried  it  off  in  carts,  together  with  the  mufick,  prompt  books,  &c.  to 
Mr.  Harris's  houfe  in  Surry-ftreet,  than  they  ran  down  to  Weftm,  Hall, 
to  be  advifed  how  to  defend  their  proceedings.  It  was  there  we  learnc 
from  the  gentleman  to  whom  they  applied,  that  having  now  enabled 
themfelves  to  treat  with  fomething  in  hand,  they  were  inclined  to  liften 
to  an  accommodation,  and  our  refpeclive  counfel  appointed 
the  very   next  day  for  that  purpofe.     It  was  We  therefore  Har£sl89,LcU 
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\Vho  were  amufed  with  the  hopes  of  a  fair  reference,  which  im- 


mediately 


t  30  ] 

mediately  fell  to  the  ground,  on  thefe  two  preliminaries  being  given  in 
on  the  part  of  Mefirs.  Rutherford  and  Harris. 

r.  That  all  engagements  made  by  Mr.  Colman  (hould  be  void. 

2.  Thatfuch  of  the  fervants  as  had  offended  Mefirs.  Harris  and  Ru- 
therford (hould  be  d.lcharged. 

Whoever  has  gone  through  thefe  Iheets  will,  I  believe,  acquit  me  for 
rejecting  propolals,  with  which  it  was  not  even  in  my  power,  had  I 
been  mean  enough  to  have  wifhed  it  fo,  to  comply.  The  preliminaries 
of  MelT.  Rutherford  and  Harris,  having  been  delivered  verbally,  no 
copy  was  fufTered  to  be  taken  of  thofe  on  our  part,  which  were  in 
•writing.  I  mould  be  furprized  therefore,  if  it  were  now  in  Mr.  Harris's 
power  to  furprife  me,  at  his  pretending  to  print  them  in  his  pamphlet. 
.He  has  not,  I  dare  fay,  really  forgot  the  following  two,  which,  to  the 
aftonimment  of  his  own  counfel,  he  marked  with  a  pencil,  as  having  a 
particular  objection  to  them. 

The  bills \  falaries,  £srV.  now  due  to  be  paid,  monies  overdrawn  to  be  paid 
in,  yearly  account  immediately  fettled,  and  dividend  duly  made  by  the  trea- 
furer. 

Objected  to  by  Mr.  Harris ! 

No  power  to  be  given  to  any  proprietor  to  controul  /^  usual  and  or- 
dinary Payments  of  Salaries  and  incidental  Weekly  Char« 
ges. 

Objected  to  by  Mr.  Harris ! 

Reflecling  now  very  conftderately  on  our  fituation,  and  on  the 
Har"s's8Let'  pafi  conduct  of  Mejfrs.  Rutherford  and  Harris,  the  conclufion 
we  drew  from  it  was  this.  "  That  finding  themfelves  un- 
"  deceived  concerning  their  intended  Despotism  under  the  article  ref- 
"  pecting  the  management,  they  had  immediately  laid  apian  of  driving 
"  us  (me  in  particular)  out  cf  the  theatre,  or  of  refcinding  that  article; 
*«  that  in  the  execution  of  that  plan  they  had  perfvered through  the  whole  feafon% 
*\  by  repeatedly  infulting  me,  and  paying  no  more  regard  to  Mr.  Powell, 
-"  than  if  he  was  entirely  unconcerned  in  the  property,  that  they  had  en- 
"  deavoured  efTentially  to  hurt  the  whole  property, and  the  profits  of  thepijt 
"  feaf on  in  particular,  by  their  conftant  and  unremitting  endeavours  to 
"  diitrefs  and  embarrafs  us  in  the  conduct  of  itj  that,  in  fine,  they  had 
«*  endeavoured,  in  open  violation  of  our  articles,  to  engage,  to  atl  under 
«'  their  dire clion  folely,  every  per f on  belonging  to  the  theatre,  upon  pain  of 
"  large  penalties-,  and  had  at  lajl  abfolutely  committed  the  mod  flagrant 
"  outrages  on  the  theatre,  by  expelling  the  common  fervants  of  all  the 
•'  proprietors,  filling  it  with  ruffians,  (tiled  fervants  to  Me£rs.  Harris 
•**  and  Rutherford,  who  had  by  the  afliftance  of  thefe  ruffians,  not  only 
*'  checked  all  theatrical  proceedings  for  our  common  intereft,  but  car- 

7  "  ried 


[•  m  I 

"-ned  -off  by  cart-loads  our  joint  property,  to  the  amount  of  feveral 
"  thoufand  pounds!"  Add  to  which,  that  thefe  ruffians  ftill  held  pof- 
fefllon  of  the  theatre,  drinking  and  fmcaking  on  the  ftage,  (a  practice 
never  fuffered  before)  and  behaving  in  luch  a  diforderly  manner,  as  to 
caufe  a  magiftrate  to  fend  me  the  following  card,  which  gave  us  reafon 
to  tremble  tor  the  part  of  our  property  ftill  left  in  their  cuftody,  as  well 
as  for  that  which  they  had,  with  lo  very  little  ceremony,  carried  away. 

The  Card. 
"■  Sir  John  Fielding's  refpe£ta  to  Mr.  Colman  ;  fhould  be  j^lad  to  fee  him  this 
evening  at  eight  o'clock,  to  meet  MeflTrs.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  to  fettle  fome 
plan  to  relieve  the  fears  of  the  inhabitants  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Covent  Garden  Theatre, 
relative  to  the  mifchiefs  that  may  happen  BY  FlRE  OR  otherwise,  from  the  perftns 
Now  in  the  houje. 

Bow-Street,  June  21,  17GS. 

Having  no  controul  over  the perfons  then  in  the  houfe,  nor  any  defire 
to  meet  Mejfrs.  Harris  and  Rutherford,  I  did  not  attend. 

While  the  Theatre  remained  in  this  date  I  ventured  once  or  twice,  and 
Mr.  Powell  oftener,  to  take   a  furvey  of  the  premifes  ;  and  » 

never  were  men  fo  much  aflonifhed  as  we  were,  to  find  ourfehes  Hams  s  Let* 
info  complete  a  fortification;     The  precautions  I  had  taken  to 
prevent  the  continuance  of  outrages  already  begun,  were  no  more  than 
putting  a  few  additional  bolts  and  bars  to  the  doors  and  window?,  that 
they  might  not  be  forced  open,  before  the  civil  power  could  be  called 
in  to  prevent  a  breach  of  the  peace.     We  did  not  fpeak   to  Mr.  Hyde, 
the  mafter-carpenter  to  the  Theatre  under  the  new  managers, 
but  we  obferved  how  advantageoufly  he  and  his  men  had  been     aiI-ls,S- .    * 
employed  in  cutting  our  boards  and  timber  to  pieces  in  order  to 
bar  and  fortify  every  avenue  and  window  in  the  houfe.     Mr. 
Powell's  door  was  particularly  barricadoed  againji  its  owner  %  ,p 

and  the  ruffians,  whom  fear  had  made  outrageous  and  defperate,  had 
even  broke  into  part  of  a  houfe  in  Bow-Street,  the  exclufive  -property  of 
Mr.  Poweli  and  myflf,  to  redouble  their  fortifications.  Seeing  a  bafket 
of  {havings  at  one  of  the  ftage  doors,  I  could  not  help  rcmonftrating  to 
fome  of  thefe  new  fervants  of  the  theatre,  who  had  made  it  a 
den  of  thieves,  on  the  danger  of  fuch  a  circumftance  from  Har"s's^Let. 
tobacco-pipes,  and  lighted  candles.  One  fellow,  who  feemed 
by  his  appearance  unfit  to  be  trufted  with  a  milling,  told  us  that  he 
and  his  colleagues  were  only  taking  care  of  our  property,  and  Mr.  Powell 
had  like  to  have  been  knocked  on  the  head  by  another  of  them,  who 
kept  guard-  in  the  box-pafiage,  for  not  giving  the  watch-word. 

So  far  were  they  from  admitting  perfons  who  came  by  our      a£*s.^  et* 
order,  that  Mr.  Sarjant  and  fon,  who  were  fervants  of  the 

Theatre 
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Theatre  under  my  direction,  were  repeatedly  injoined  by  Meflrs.  Ru. 
therford  and  Harris  to  take  their  things  out  of  the  theatre.  Mr.  Sar- 
jantVfon,  having  occafion  to  leave  town,  took  a  few  neceflariesj  but 
Mr.  Sarjant  himfelf  always  refuted. 

Wretched  and  refihfs  as  T.  Harris  may  have  fuppofed  me, 
Harris's  Let.  j  w0li]rj  not,  triumphant  as  they  thought  themfelves,  have 

changed  fitoations  at  this  period  with  himfelf  and  Mr.  Ru- 
therford. They  were  now  in  pofleflion,  in  exclufive  pofTeffion  j  but 
could  neither  legally  open,  or  (hut  up  the  Theatre.  They  refolved 
however,  as  being  the  mod  ruinous,  on  the  latter  expedient.  They 
had  before  told  me,  as  I  have  before  told  the  Publick,  that  they  (hould 
not  be  moved  at  feeing  the  Theatre  in  flames.  It  was  the  language  of 
Mr.  Harris,  echoed  by  all  his  partifans,  that  he  would  never  give  up 
his  point,  while  there  was  one  brick  of  the  houfe  remaining  on  another ; 

and  he  perfonally  declared  to  a  gentleman  at  the  Theatre, 
Hams  s^  Let.  wnom  he/oaW  therein  with  Mr.  Powell  and  myfelf,  that  *'•  he 

"  had  got  pofleflion,  and  d — n  him  if  he  did  not  keep  it." 
It  was  incumbent  on  me  therefore,  in  juftice  to  Mr.  Powell  as  well  as 

mylelf,  to  appiy  in  his  abfence  to  counfel  and  to  imigijlrates  \ 
arp?  «i.Let'  never  r^oing  and  Jlorming,  nor  ever  affecting  to  be  perfeclly 

eajy,  but  declaring  to  two  perfons  in  particular,  I  fuppofe  they 
mean  Meflrs.  Macklin  and  Woodward,  that  if  the  theatre  Jhould  not  open 
next  year •,  I  could  fupport  the  lo/s  better  than  Meflrs.  Harris  and  Ruther- 
ford. 
•    June.  I  applied  then,  it  is  true,  to  no  lefs  than  three  learned  and 

able  counfel,  three  of  the  mod  refpectable  names  in  each  de- 
partment of  the  law;  and  the  only  favour  I  ever  received  from  Mr. 
Harris,  in  order  to  balance  the  many  and  fevere  injuries  he  has  done 
me,  is  his  having  afforded  me  this  opportunity  of  acknowledging  in 
publick  the  many  obligations  I  owe  to  thofe  gentlemen,  as  well  as  to 
many  of  the  profefllon  (for  which  I  have  the  mod  fincere  refpect)  con- 
cerned for  MefT.  Rutherford  and  Harris.  The  counfel  on  both  fides 
have  all  concurred  in  recommending  pacifick  meafures ;  and  I  cannot 
believe  that  any  lawyer,  or  other  perfon  of  confideration  whatever,  ad- 
vifed  the  outrages  of  the   17th  of  June,  or  other  violences  of  MefT. 

Rutherford  and  Harris.     I   will   not,  after  their  example, 
"s  s         bandy  about  the  beji  opinions  in  the  kingdom,  as  I  think  it  has 

been  extremely  illiberal  in  T.  Harris,  to  dwell  with  fuch 
unmannerly  iteration  on  one  of  the  firft  names  in  the  law-,  though  I 
mud  do  him  the  juftice  to  believe  he  rather  meant  to  render  me  ob- 
noxious to  the  gentleman  who  bore  it,  than  to  dare  to  give  any  per- 
gonal offence  to  the  gentleman  himfelf, 

Upon 
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Upon  a  full  and  impartial  ftate  of  the  cafe,  my  counfel  were  of 
opinion,  that  the  Theatre  was  entitled  to  the  protection  of  the  civil 
power,  and  that  a  magiftrate  ought,  if  called  upon,  to  act  on  this  oc- 
cafion.  Only  one  magiftrate  was  applied  to,  except  George  Wrighte, 
of  Great  Pulteney  Street,  Efq-,  to  whom,  upon  a  conference  on  that 
fubject,  one  of  my  counfel  declared,  that  he  faw  no  forci- 
ble reaibn  afligned  by  the  other  magiftrate  for  declining  to  be  ^J18  sz  Leti 
concerned. 

The  impertinence  of  calling  Mr.  Wrighte  one Wrigh.tr        Ibid 

Efq\  together  with  the  pitiful  infinuations  of  my  prevailing, 
en  him,  by  what  means  I   know  best,  is  only  to  be  equalled  by  the 
fallbood  of  the  aflertion,  that,  without  giving  them  the  leajl  notice  of  his  in- 
tentions,  he  ijjued  his  precept  to  the  Jheriff  of  the  county  to  reinftate  Mr. 
Charles  Sarjant  in  the  poffeffion  of  the  Theatre. 

The  truth  is  this  :  Mr.  Wrighte,  a  gentleman  whofe  cha-       ,ul 
*i  after  is  every  way  proof  againft  the  mean  imputations  of  1 . 
Harris,  acted  in  the  mod  honourable,  the  moft  regular  manner.     The 
proceedings  were  all  fettled  by  counfel.     So  far  from  not 
giving  T.  Harris,  &c.  the  leajl  notice  of  his  intentions,  that  af-     aTs5sz.  et' 
ter  the  inquifition  was  taken  and  found  by  the  jury,  on  Fri- 
day July  8,  written  notices  thereof,  wherein  the  name,  additions,  and 
place  of  abode  of  the  magiftrate  were  given  at  full  length,  were  fent  to 
the  houfes  of  MefT.  Rutherford  and   Harris,  as  well  as  to  one  Jones 
at  the  ftage-door,  feverally.     Jones  abfolutely  faid  he' would  anfwer  it. 
One  of  Mr.  Harris's  five  aitornies  (for  he  is  perpetually  ihifting  his  ad- 
vifers)  actually  went  to  a  gentleman  concerned  on  our  part  to  afk  ad- 
vice on  the  notice.     The  next  day,  Saturday  July  9,  having  complied 
with  every  due  form,  the  magiftrate  iflued  his  precept  to  the  merifF. 

The  Theatre,  now  once  more  in  its  natural  ftate,  yet  bore  evi- 
dent marks  of  the  late  convulsions.  Near  twenty  bludgeons,  with 
which  the  ruffians  kept  guard,  were  left  behind.  Every  door  and 
drawer,  which  might  be  fuppofed  to  contain  valuable  property ',  had  been 
broke  open,  without  even  demanding  the  keys.  As  to  the  wardrobes, 
it  would  have  been  impoffible  for  an  indifferent  perfon  to  conceive  that 
any  proprietor  could  poflibly  have  left  them  in  that  ftate  :  for,  not  to 
mention  the  folly  of  removing  any  part  of  the  cloaths  from  drawers  and 
prefles  remarkably  well  calculated  for  their  prefervation,  and  apartments 
wherein  they  were  alfo  infured  from  fire,  fome  of  the  richeft  and  moft 
valuable  were  thrown  together  like  foul  linnen  •,  and  plainly  proved  the 
pillagers  fo  intent  on  what  they  carried  away,  that  they  were  regardlefs 
of  the  condition  of  what  they  left  behind. 

F  »   Such 
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Such  are  d  frw  plain  fa&s,  fekSied  from  a  multitude  ofgrlc- 
Harris*sl.f  .r,  izith  tebich  the   malignity  of  T.  Harris  has  fur  miked 

P*  *•  me.  The  truejtate  of  our  differences  is  now  before  the  Publick, 
whofc  eyes  I  have  never  once  endeavoured  to  divert  from 
Ibid.  p.  54.  fafr{ng  a  Jieady  view  of  my  cendufl,  or  the  motives  for  it. 
Neither  in  this,  nor  in  my  former  Narrative,  have  I  once  thrown  out 
the  name  of  Mrs.  Leflmgham,  but  when  truth  extorted  it  from  me. 
ToT.  Harris  and  his  colleague  alone  it  is  owing  that  her  name,  as  well 
as  their  own'  obfeure  names,  have  been  rendered  thus  publick.  I 
neither  inflamed  our  private  differences,  nor  commenced  this  paper-war : 
bu:  if  Meff.  Rutherford  and  Harris  chofe  to  circulate  libels,  falle  as  they 
were  malicious,  in  print  and  in  manufcript,  I  was  bound  to  give  them 
an  anfwer ;  and  if  the  difclofure  of  the  truth  brought  any  part  of  the 
publick  cenfure  on  Mrs.  LefTingham,  as  well  as  themieives,  not  I,  but 
her  iHiberal 'friends,  were  the  caufe  of  it.  A  fine  lady  perhaps  may  be 
allowed  a  competent  portion  of  vanity  and  caprice,  and  fame' little  in-* 
clination  to  mifchief  •,  but  I  have  too  fincere  a  regard  for  the  fex  to  be- 
lieve, that  there  ever  refided  in  a  female  bofom  fo  black  a  heart,  a 
heart  fo  rancorous  and  malevolent  as  that  of  T.  Harris.  To  her  there- 
fore, however  offrnfively  fhe  may  have  acted,  I  bear  no  refentment  ; 
nor  do  I  wi(h  to  draw  upon  her  that  of  the  Publick.  She,  as  well  as  Mr. 
Rutherford,  has,  I  dare  fay,  often  been  mifguided.  Mr.  Harris  rnuft 
be  humoured  ;  and  has  in  his  nature,  among  many  worie  qualities,  the 
tyranny  of  a  fchool-boy,  who  will  have  every  thing  his  own  way.  To 
him  I  afcribe  fome  letters  (he  has  fent  me  ;  for  as  they  con- 
Harm  s  Let.  tajn  fh0je  gentie  and  complacent  arguments^  with  which  the^n- 
vate  correfpondmce  of  the  gentle  and  complacent  T.  Harris  Jo 
much  abounds,  they  muft  have  been  forged  in  the  fame  mint  of  falie- 
hood  and  fcandal.  To  him  alfo  I  afcribe  her feruing  ?«<?  and  Mr.  Powell 
an  the  23d  of  June  with  a  copy  of  a  writ  on  account  of  her  falary,  when 
he  knew  that  he  had  himfelf  locked  up  the  money,  with  which  that, 
as  well  as  many  other  payments,  ought  to  have  been  difcharged. 

Revenge,  mean  revenge,  is  the  pafllon  of  a  little  mind.  I  do  nor 
wonder  therefore  that  the  malice  of  T.  Harris  mould  extend  to  my 
friends  ;  and  that  there  is  not  a  (ingle  performer,  officer,  or  fervant, 
for  whom  he  has  even  fufpecled  me  to  entertain  the  leaft  regard,  or  who 
have  done  their  duty  by  obeying  my  orders,  as  director  of  the  Thea- 
tre, whom  he  has  not  endeavoured  to  ruin  and  deprive  of  their  bread, 
by  expelling  them  the  play-houfe.  There  is  not  one  among  the  few 
inclining  to  him  or  his  colleague,  whatever  provocation  they  may  have 
given  me,  to  whom  I  have  offered  the  flighted  injury. 

2  I  con- 
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I  confider  his  Addcefs.  to  me  at  the  end  of  his  pamphlet  with  the  con- 
tempt due  to  a  man,   who  calis  upon  me  to   treat  with  him  in  pub- 
lick,  becaufe  my  designs  upon  his  property  are  fo  dan- 
gerous and  fo  notorious,  be  cannot  trust  himself  avain  *&'"*'* Leu 
to  treat  with  me  in  private.     He  may  perhaps  command  a    ,,., 
proper  authority  from  Mr.  Rutherford,   which   he  therefore 
Aides  (as  a  thing  of  courfe)  into  a  parenthefis  :•  but  he  is  to  be  taught 
that  there  is  another  perfon,  whom  he  contemptuoufly  omits  to  men- 
tion, (even  in  a  parenthefis)  whofe  authority  is  as  requeue -as  Mr.- Ru- 
therford's, his  own,  or  mine,  to  conclude  upon  the  terms  of  any  treaty 
concerning  our  common  property  :    I  mean  Mr.  Powell. 

In  regard  to  Mr.  Rutherford,  it  is  certain,  whatever  authority  he 
may  have  given  Mr.  Harris  to  negotiate  this  treaty,  that  he  did  alfo 
authorize,  by  a  letter  from   abroad,  a  gentleman  of  known  character 
and  reputation  in  his  profeffion,  to  declare  that  Mr.  Rutherford's  fhare 
in  the  Theatre  was  to  be  fold  •,  and  to  demand  as  the  price  of  it,  the 
balance  cf  the  cajh-book   lafi  feafon  being  fo  exceedingly  jmall, 
only  eighteen  thoufand  jive  hundred  pounds :  to  get  more  in-     aTS-*9i  eU 
deed,  if  practicable,  but. not  to  treat  for„  lefsr:r  and  confider- 
ing  that  I  by  my  weak  or   wicked  tnifmanagermnt  have  only 
lefjened  the  cufiomary  profits  near  one  half,  this  demand  cannot      l  p* 37* 
be  thought  very  unreasonable  from  a  malecontent  proprietor,  who  may 
naturally  wifh  that  the  purchafer  mould  make  him  fome  compenfation 
for  the  injuries  he  has  fuftained  by  the  mifmanagement  of  Mr.  Colman. 

The  uie,  however,  which  T.  Harris  makes  of  the  name  of  his  col- 
league,  naturally  leads  one  to  obferve  the  confidence  and  Angularity  of 
his  prefent  conduct.  He  and  Mr.  Rutherford  jointly  compofe  one  ne- 
gative. Mr.  Rutherford  goes  abroad;  one  moiety  of  the  negative  va- 
nilhes;  and  the  other  moiety  (by  a, very  drange  kind  of  logick)  becomes 
an  affirmative. 

I  (hall  pafs  over  in  fiMence  his  three  firft  propofals ;  but  as  to  the 
fourth,  the  only  one  which  feems  either  plain  or  intelligible, 
or  has  the  lead  colour  of  that  fairnefs  or  equity  to  which  he  "T8,^,  et' 
pretends,  /  do  hereby  aver  to  the  Publick,  for  to  the 
Publick.  alone  I  now  address  myself,  that  whenever  T.  Harris  and  his 
Colleague  will  prefer  their  bill  in  Chancery  againjl  us,  ref peeling  our  pre- 
sent Articles  and  past  Transactions,  neither  I  nor  Mr.  Powell 
will  mcke  any  delay  in  putting  in  a  Jul!  and  fufficient  anfwer.  And  I  now,  in 
this  public  manner,  call  upon  them  to  file  this  long- threatened  bill  againjl  us  : 
And  I  do  hereby  pledge  my  honour,  not  to  T.  Harris,  but  to  the  Publick, 
that  no  means  or  endeavours  of  mine,  or  Mr.  Powell>/haII  be  wanting  to  bring 
it  to  ajhort  and  jpeedy  conclujion. 

It 
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It  now  only  remains  to  allure  that  Publick,  whofe  protection  we  have 
already  fo  often  experienced,  that  we  are  determined  to  open  the  Play- 
boufe  at  the  ufual  time  j  and  then  to  fubmit  it  to  their  tribunal,  whether 
they  will  fuffer  the  infolence  and  tyranny  of  T.  Harris  to  interrupt  their 
amufements,  as  well  as  to  opprefs  us  and  the  reft  of  their  fervants  in 
Covent-Garden  Theatre. 

August  i6,  1768, 
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